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US. Customs Service 
(T.D. 74-96) 
Presidential Proclamation—Importation of dairy products 


Presidential Proclamation 4274 amending Part 3 of the Appendix to 
the Tariff Schedules of the United States with respect to the impor- 
tation of Agricultural Commodities. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE CoMMISSIONER OF CusToMs, 
Washington, D.C., March 14, 1974. 


There is published below Presidential Proclamation No. 4274 of 
March 4, 1974, which amends Headnote 3(a) (vi), Part 3, of the Ap- 
pendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United States with respect to 
restrictions on the importation of certain dairy products into the Uni- 
ted States. This proclamation was published in the Federal Register 
on March 5, 1974 (39 F.R. 8315). 

(452.513) 


Lreonarp LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


By THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
A PROCLAMATION 


Whereas, pursuant to section 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act, as amended (7 U.S.C. 624), limitations have been imposed by 
Presidential proclamations on the quantities of certain dairy products 
which may be imported into the United States in any quota year; and 

Whereas the import restrictions proclaimed pursuant to section 22 
are set forth in Part 3 of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States; and 

Wuereas the Secretary of Agriculture has reported to me that he 
believed the import quota provided for in item 950.02 of Part 3 of the 
Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United States (TSUS) on the 
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articles described in TSUS item 115.50 (hereinafter referred to as 
“nonfat dry milk”) may be increased or suspended without rendering 
or tending to render ineffective, or materially interfering with, the 
price support program now conducted by the Department of Agricul- 
ture for milk or reducing substantially the amount of products proc- 
essed in the United States from domestic milk; and 

Wuereas, at my request, the United States Tariff Commission has 
made an investigation under the authority of section 22 of the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act to determine whether the import quota provided 
for in TSUS item 950.02 on nonfat dry milk may be increased or sus- 
pended without rendering or tending to render ineffective, or materi- 
ally interfering with, the price support program now conducted by the 
Department of Agriculture for milk or reducing substantially the 
amount of products processed in the United States from domestic milk; 
and 

Wuereas the United States Tariff Commission has submitted to me 
a report with respect to this matter and I need to study further this 
matter before making a determination as to final action to be taken; 
and 

Wuereas, pending a determination as to final action to be taken, I 
find and declare, on the basis of such investigation and report, that 
changed circumstances require modification of the import quota pro- 
vided for in TSUS item 950.02 on nonfat dry milk during the period 
ending June 30, 1974, and that the entry of an additional quantity of 
150,000,000 pounds of nonfat dry milk during such period will not 
render or tend to render ineffective, or materially interfere with, the 
price support program which is being undertaken by the Department 
of Agriculture for milk and will not reduce substantially the amount 
of products processed in the United States from domestic milk; 

Now, Tuererore, I, Ricuarp Nrxon, President of the United States 
of America, acting under and by virtue of the authority vested in me 
as President, and in conformity with the provisions of section 22 of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended, and the Tariff Classifica- 
tion Act of 1962, do hereby proclaim that subdivision (vi) of headnote 
3(a) of Part 3 of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States is amended to read as follows: 

“(vi) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this part, 150,- 
000,000 pounds of the articles described in item 115.50 may be entered 
during the period beginning March 5, 1974, and ending June 30, 1974, 
in addition to the annual quota quantity specified for such article under 
item 950.02, and import licenses shall not be required for entering such 
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additional quantities. The 150,000,000 pound additional quota quantity 
shall be allocated among supplying countries as follows: 


Supplying Country Quantity in Pounds 
Australia 


80,000,000 


In Witness Wuenreor, I have hereunto set my hand this fourth day 
of March in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-four, and 
of the Independence of the United States of America the one hundred 
ninety-eighth. 

RicHarp Nrxon. 


(T.D. 74-97) 


Containerized and Palletized Cargo—Customs Regulations amended 


Sections 4.7a, 4.63, and 6.6, Customs Reguations, amended, to permit use of 
qualifying words pertaining to load and count information on cargo manifests 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C. 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 
Cuapter I—Unirep States Customs SERVICE 
PART 4— VESSELS IN FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC TRADES 


PART 6—AIR COMMERCE REGULATIONS 


On August 3, 1973, a notice of proposed rulemaking was published 
in the Federal Register (38 FR 20895), which proposed to amend sec- 
tions 4.7a, 4.63, and 6.6 of the Customs Regulations to provide for the 
use of qualifying words on vessel and aircraft cargo manifests cover- 
ing containerized or palletized cargo for the purpose of indicating that 
the manifests were prepared on the basis of information furnished by 
the shipper. 

Interested persons were given 30 days from the date of publication 
of the notice to submit relevant written data, views, or arguments re- 
garding the proposal. After consideration of all comments received, 
it has been determined that the proposed amendments should be 
adopted as set forth in the notice except for the following two changes: 


1. The abbreviation for “shipper’s load and count” in section 4.7a(c) 
(2) ischanged from “ ‘SLC’” to “*‘SLAC’ ”. 
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2. In sections 4.7a(c) and 6.6(c), the word “liability” is changed to 
“responsibility”. 

The proposed amendments, modified to include these changes, are 
adopted as set forth below. 

Effective date. These amendments shall become effective 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register. 

(ADM-9-03) 
Vernon D. Acrer, 
Commissioner of Customs. 
Approved March 12, 1974: 
James B. CLAwson 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register March 20, 1974 (39 FR 10429) ] 


PART 4—VESSELS IN FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC TRADES 


Section 4.7a, Customs Regulations, is amended by adding a new 
paragraph (c) to read as follows: 


4.7a Inward foreign manifest; information required; alter- 
native forms. 


* * * A ES * k 
(c) United States Customs Inward Foreign Manifest. For ship- 

ments of containerized or palletized cargo, Customs officers shall accept 
United States Customs Inward Foreign Manifest, Customs Form 
7527-A, or Inward Foreign Manifest, Customs Form 7527-B, which 
indicate that the manifest has been prepared on the basis of informa- 
tion furnished by the shipper, although the use of words of qualifica- 
tion in no way limits the responsibility of a master to submit accurate 
manifests or in any way qualifies the oath taken by the master as to 
the accuracy of his manifest. 

(1) Ifthe inward manifest covers only containerized or palletized 
cargo, the following statement may be placed on the manifest: 


The information appearing on the manifest relating to the 
quantity and description of the cargo is in each instance 
based on the shipper’s load and count. I have no knowledge 
or information which would lead me to believe or to suspect 
that the information furnished by the shipper in incomplete, 
inaccurate, or false in any way. 


(2) If the manifest covers conventional cargo and containerized 
or palletized cargo, or both, the use of the abbreviation “SLAC” for 
“shipper’s load and count,” or an appropriate abbreviation if similar 
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words are used, is approved provided the abbreviation is placed next 
to each containerized or palletized shipment on the manifest and the 
following statement is placed on the manifest : 


The information appearing on this manifest relating to 
the quantity and description of cargo preceded by the abbrev- 
iation “SLAC” is in each instance based on the shipper’s load 
and count. I have no information which would lead me to 
believe or to suspect that the information furnished by the 
shipper is incomplete, inaccurate, or false in any way. 

The statements specified in subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this 
paragraph shall be placed on the last page of the inward manifest. 
Words similar to “the shipper’s load and count” may be substituted 
for those words in the statements, although vague expressions such as 
“said to contain” or “accepted as containing” are not acceptable. The 
use of an asterisk or other character instead of appropriate abbrevia- 
tions, such as “SLAC”, is not acceptable. 

(R.S. 251, as amended, secs. 431, 624, 46 Stat. 710, as amended, 759; 
19 U.S.C. 66, 1431, 1624) 


Section 4.63 is amended by adding a new paragraph (f) to read 
as follows: 


4.63 Outward cargo declaration; shippers’ export declarations. 
* * x x * * * 

(£) Customs officers shall accept an outward manifest covering con- 
tainerized or palletized cargo which indicates by the use of appropriate 
words of qualification (see section 4.7a(c)) that the manifest has 
been prepared on the basis of information furnished by the shipper. 

(R.S. 251 as amended, R.S. 4197, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759; 
19 U.S.C. 66, 1624, 46 U.S.C. 91) 


PART 6—AIR COMMERCE REGULATIONS 


Section 6.6 is amended by adding a new paragraph (c) to read as 
follows: 


6.6 Documents: form. 

* + * * * * * 

(c) Customs officers shall accept an inward or outward air cargo 
manifest covering containerized or palletized cargo which indicates 
by the use of appropriate words of qualification (see section 4.7a(c) 
of this chapter) that the manifest has been prepared on the basis of 
information furnished by the shipper. However, the use of qualifying 
words in no way limits the responsibility to submit accurate manifests 


534-449—74__2 
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or in any way qualifies the declaration as to the accuracy of the 
manifest. 


(Sec. 431, 46 Stat. 710, as amended ; 19 U.S.C. 1431) 


(R.S. 251, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759, sec. 1109, 72 Stat. 799, 
as amended ; 19 U.S.C. 66, 1624, 49 U.S.C. 1509) 


(T.D. 74-98) 


Abstracts of Customs Service decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CusTOMs, 
Washington, D.C., March 14, 1974. 
The following abstracts of United States Customs Service decisions 
of general interest are published as a matter of information and 
guidance. 
(133.121) 
SatvaTorE E. CaraMaGno 
For Lronarp LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


TARIFF CLASSIFICATION 


T.D. 74-98(1) Animal substances, crude, nspf. Ostrich egg shells. 
Undercorated ostrich egg shells, which have only been pierced, drained, 
and cleaned, are classifiable under the provision for animal substances, 
crude, nspf, in ttem 191.15, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated October 
9,1973. (452.5) 


T.D. 74-98(2) Articles nspf, of wood. Spruce logs. Parts of log. 
homes.—Spruce logs, which have been shaped (rounded), and tongued- 
and-grooved on a matching machine, sticker, or molder, and which 
contain two or three semi-circular notches, five inches wide and three 
inches deep, where the logs interlock with cross logs, are advanced fur- 
ther than “worked lumber,” and are classifiable under the provision for 
articles nspf, of wood, in item 207.00, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated 
October 29, 1973. (481.39) 


T.D. 74-98(3) Articles of aluminum. Air mover.—An article of 
aluminum having no moving parts, called an air mover, which when 
force-fed with “supply compressed air” effects the exhausting of un- 
wanted air or gas from a particular area, is classifiable under the pro- 
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vision for articles of aluminum, not coated or plated with precious 
metal, in item 657.40, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated December 18, 
1973. (434.6) 


T.D. 74-98(4) Benzenoid drugs. Hydrallazine hydrochloride. 
1-hydrazine phthalazine hydrochloride. Phloropropiophenone. 2,4,6- 
Trihydroxy-propiophenone.—Hydrallazine hydrochloride (1-hydra- 
zine phthalazine hydrochloride) is classifiable under the provision for 
benzenoid drugs, * * * Other, in item 407.85, TSUS. Phloropropio- 
phenone (2,4,6-Trihydroxy-propiophenone) is classifiable under the 
provision for cyclic organic chemical products in any physical form 
having a benzenoid, quinoid, or modified benzenoid structure, * * * 
Other, in item 403.60, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated October 5, 
1973. (417.0) 


T.D. 74-98(5) Benzenoid drugs. Pethidine hydrochloride— 
Pethidine hydrochloride is classifiable under the provision for benze- 
noid drugs, * * * Other, in item 407.85, TSUS. Headquarters letter 
dated September 19,1973. (412.6) 


T.D. 74-98(6) Benzenoid drugs, 2,3,5,6-tetrahydro-6-phenyl- 
imidazo-(2, 1-b)-thiazol.—2.3,5,6-tetrahydro-6-phenyl-imidazo-(2, 1- 
b) -thiazol, an anthelmintic drug, is classifiable under the provision for 
benzenoid drugs, * * * Other, in item 407.85, TSUS. Headquarters, 


letter dated July 24,1973. (412.6) 


T.D. 74-98(7) Benzenoid plastics materials. Polyethersulphone.— 
Polyethersulphone is classifiable under the provision for benzenoid 
plastics materials, in ztem 405.25, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated 
July 30,1973. (418.44) 


T.D. 74-98(8) Benzenoid products. Orthonitrochlorobenzene.— 
Orthonitrochlorobenzene is classifiable under the provision for cyclic 
organic chemical products in any physical form having a benzenoid, 
quinoid, or modified beneznoid structure, * * * Other, in item 403.60, 
TSUS. Headquarters letter dated September 21, 1973. (411.2) 


T.D. 74-98(9) Bolts and nuts, of iron or steel. Structural bolts. 
Identification grade marking requirements which must be met for a 
fastener to be treated as a bolt for tariff purposes.—The heads for type 
1 bolts can be marked with 3 radial lines, 120 degrees apart, the manu- 
facturer’s symbols, and the legend “A325,” or simply with the legend 
“A325.” The heads for type 2 bolts are to be marked with 3 radial lines, 
60 degrees apart, and the legend “A325.” The heads for type 3 bolts are 
to be marked with the legend “A325” underlined. T.D. 66-99(6) is 
modified as to grade marking requirements. Headquarters letter dated 
August 30,1973. (424.411) 
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T.D. 74-98(10) Books, nspf. Catalogues.—Catalogues printed in 
Canada and describing merchandise manufactured in Canada, im- 
ported by the United States distributor of that merchandise and bear- 
ing the distributor’s name, address, and telephone number on the cover, 
without prices or price lists, are properly classifiable under the provi- 
sion for books, nspf, in item 270.25, TSUS, and not under the provision 
for printed catalogues relating chiefly to current offers for the sale 
of United States products, in item 270.45 or 270.50, TSUS. Headquar- 
ters letter dated October 11,1973. (484.151) 


T.D. 74-98(11) Christmas tree ornaments of plastics. Garland.— 
A plastic garland, light in weight, approximately 9 feet long, con- 
sisting of miniature holly leaves and stems 134 inches long, minia- 
ture holly berries, and 6 small flocked plastic sleighs, joined by a 
plastic chain, is classifiable under the provision for * * * Christmas 
ornaments, * * * of rubber or plastics, * * * other, in item 772.97, 
TSUS, rather than as Christmas tree ornaments, in item 772.95, TSUS. 
Headquarters letter dated October 12,1973. (492.122) 


T.D. 74-98(12) Citrus juice. Lime juice—Citrus juice made of 
nonalcoholic, concentrated lime juice, containing approximately 680 
parts per million of sulfur dioxide, with degree of concentration of 
4.0, is classifiable under the provision for citrus juices unfit for 


beverage purposes, in item 192.15, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated 
September 26,1973. (464.61) 


T.D. 74-98(13) Dairy products. Heat treated milk.—Milk, which 
has been processed and packaged to extend its shelf-life up to 5 
months, in sterile containers, is classifiable under the provision for 
fluid milk * * * fresh, * * *, containing over 1 percent but not 
over 5.5 percent of butterfat, in item 115.10, TSUS, and subject to 
the quantitative limitations under this provision, or subject to the 
rate imposed under item 115.15, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated 
July 10,1973. (452.51) 


T.D. 74-98(14) Distillers’ grains. Corn distillers’ grains—Corn 
distillers’ grains with solubles are classifiable under the provision 
for * * * distillers’ grains, in item 184.25, TSUS. Headquarters letter 
dated November 13,1973. (461.523) 


T.D. 74-98(15) Edible preparations. Strawberry base for yo- 
ghurt.—A strawberry base, consisting of sweetened, sliced strawberries 
that have been colored, flavored, and stabilized to a viscosity suspend- 
ing the fruit, used as a base for yoghurt, is classifiable under the provi- 
sion for edible preparations nspf, * * * Other, in item 182.95, TSUS, 
T.D. 69-77(6), followed. Headquarters letter dated August 15, 1973. 
(463.4512) 
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T.D. 74-98(16) LZsters of monohydric alcohols. 0,0-dimethyl 
thiophosphoryl chloride. 0,0-dimethyl-phosphoro-chlorido-thionate. 
0,0-diethyl thiophosphoryl chloride. 0,0-diethyl-phosphoro-chlorido- 
thionate.—0,0-dimethyl thiophosphoryl chloride (0,0-diethyl-phos- 
phoro-chlorido-thionate) and 0,0-diethyl thiophosphory] chloride (0,0- 
diethyl-phosphoro-chlorido-thionate) are classifiable under the pro- 
vision for esters of monohydric alcohols, * * * other, in item 428.72. 
TSUS. Headquarters letter dated August 22,1973. (411.2) 


T.D. 74-98(17) Fabrics of textile materials. Carbon fibers —A 
woven fabric made wholly of yarns spun from carbon fibers, imported 
as piece goods in widths over 12 inches, is classifiable under the pro- 
vision for woven fabrics * * *, other, in tem 339.10, TSUS. T.D. 71- 
179(15), noted. Headquarters letter dated October 1, 1973. (474.6) 


T.D. 74-98(18) Fabrics of textile materials. Coated fabrics.— 
Woven fabrics of man-made fibers, coated on one surface with trans- 
parent rubber or plastics, are not considered coated for purposes of 
Headnote 2(a), Part 40, Schedule 3, TSUS, unless the coating, itself, 
is visibly distinguishable from the filaments or yarns comprising the 
underlying fabrics. Headquarters letter dated November 1, 1973. 
(474.7) 


T.D. 74-98(19) Fish. Whiting—Whiting, which are beheaded, 
gutted, cleaned, and washed in a rotating drum, and then frozen, are 
classifiable under the provision for fish, * * * frozen, * * * other, 
whole, or processed by removal of heads, viscera, fins, or any com- 
bination thereof, but not otherwise processed, * * * other, in item 
110.35, TSUS. The incidental removal of some of the scales in the 
cleaning and washing process does not result in whiting which are 
scaled within the meaning of items 110.40 and 110.45, TSUS. Head- 
quarters letter dated September 28,1973. (453.1) 


T.D. 74-98(20) Picolines. Other aldehydes. Other cyclic organic 
chemical products having a benzenoid, quinoid, or modified benzenoid 
structure. Other nitrogenous compounds containing a triazine ring. 
Beta-picoline. 3-methyl piridine. Beta-~methylmercapto-proprionic al- 
dehyde. Thioaldehyde, MMP. 3-cyano pyridine. Nicotinic nitril. Bis 
(2-ethylamino-4-diethylamino-triazin-6YL) disulfide—Beta picoline 
(3-methy] piridine) is classifiable under the provision for picolines, in 
item 401.58, TSUS. Beta-methylmercapto-propionic aldehyde (thio- 
aldehyde, MMP) is classifiable under the provision for aldehydes, 
* * * other, in item 426.58, TSUS. 3-cyano pyrridine (nicotinic nitril)’ 
is classifiable under the provision for cyclic organic chemical prod- 
ucts in any physical form having a benzenoid, quinoid, or modified 
benzenoid structure, * * * other, in item 403.60, TSUS. Bis-(2-ethyl- 

534449743 
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amino-4-diethylamino-triazin-6YL) disulfide is classifiable under the 
provision for nitrogenous compounds * * * containing a triazine 
ring, in item 425.10, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated November 8, 
1973. (417.0) 


T.D. 74-98(21) Printed matter, textual and pictorial. Blister pack 
cards.—A shipment of printed paper cards and molded plastic blis- 
ters, in chief value of the printed paper cards, intended for assembly 
after importation, together with appropriate merchandise, into “blis- 
ter packs” of such merchandise, are classifiable as separate items, 
rather than as a single, unassembled article of paper, nspf. The printed 
cards, if printed in whole or in part by a lithographic process and 
exceeding 0.020 inch in thickness, are classifiable under the provision 
for printed matter nspf, * * * printed on paper in whole or in part 
by a lithographic process, not over 0.020 inch thick, in item 274.80, 
TSUS; the plastic blisters are classifiable under the provision for 
articles nspf, of rubber or plastics, * * * other, in item 774.60, TSUS. 
Headquarters letter dated September 20,1973. (483) 


T.D. 74-98(22) Shoe machinery. Horizontal-type injection mold- 
ing machine.—A horizontal-type injection molding machine, designed 
to produce unit soles, and differing from general purpose injection 


molding machines by design features, including low clamping force, 
small platen, screw-type extruders yielding low injection pressure and 
speed, and lift mark on molded item resulting from slight opening of 
mold during injection, is classifiable under the provision for shoe 
machinery and parts thereof, in item 678.10, TSUS. Headquarters 
letter dated July 10,1973. (434.26) 


T.D. 74-98(23) Valves. Nozzles.—Nozzles for gasoline pumps of 
a type found in service stations, activated by depressing the handle to 
cause the flow of fuel and containing a check valve, are classifiable 
under the provision for hand-operated taps, cocks, valves, * * * and 
parts thereof, in item 680.20 or 680.22, TSUS, depending on their 
composition. Headquarters letter dated August 3,1973. (434.6) 


T.D. 74-98(24) Wearing appparel. Component fiber of chief 
value.—Spinning costs.—Spinning costs, but not weaving costs, are 
properly allocable to each of the component fibers in a men’s or boys’ 
CPO-type jacket made from a fabric woven of a yarn composed of 
fibers of reprocessed wool, linen, and nylon in determining the com- 
ponent fiber of chief value. Headquarters letter dated August 3, 1973. 
(472.4) 


T.D. 74-98(25) Wearing apparel. Construction of —The provision 
for wearing apparel (including rainwear) nspf, of rubber or plastics, 
in item 772.30, TSUS, does not include plastic welding helmet shells 
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attached to a helmet and worn for occupational protection. Head- 
quarters letter dated December 26,1973. (418.44) 


T.D. 74-98(26) Wearing apparel of textile materials. Men’s 
shirts —A man’s long-sleeve, light-weight, cotton flannel, woven gar- 
ment, with a full front opening, knit cuffs, and a knit 314 inch waist- 
band, which can be worn either as a shirt or over a shirt, is classifiable 
under the provision for other men’s or boys’ wearing apparel, not orna- 
mented, of cotton, not knit, * * * shirts, in item 380.27, TSUS. Head- 
quarters letter dated August 31,1973. (474.7) 


T.D. 74-98(27) Wearing apparel. Ornamentation. Label. Trade- 
mark.—A. relatively inconspicuous manufacturer’s label, approxi- 
mately ;',-inch by }4-inch, with plain printed letters and unobtrusive 
colors, when affixed to the outside of a garment, is not considered orna- 
mentation for tariff purposes if, when viewing the garment as a whole, 
the label does not, in fact, ornament the garment. Headquarters letter 
dated August 21,1973. (471.33) 


T.D. 74-98(28) Wearing apparel. Ornamentation. Textile orna- 
ments. Tassels.—Where the ends of a braided drawstring on a wom- 
en’s wool sweater are finished with 21-inch tassels, those tassels are 
textile ornaments and the garment is ornamented for tariff purposes. 
The tassels were formed by knotting the ends of the drawstring, con- 


tinuing the yarns straight out from that knot about 14-inch, knotting 
the yarns again, and allowing the loose yarns to extend out for about 
11% inches from that second knot. The sweater is classifiable under the 
provision for * * * other women’s * * * wearing apparel, ornamented, 
* * * of wool, in item 382.02, TSUS. Headnote 3(b) (tii), Schedule 3, 
TSUS, noted. Headquarters letter dated August 14, 1973. (473.41) 


T.D. 74-98(29) Wearing apparel. Ornamentation. Textile overlay. 
Insert.—A man’s man-made fiber bicycle jacket, with contrasting tex- 
tile strip affixed as an overlay and the fabric beneath the overlay re- 
moved, giving the overlay the impression of an insert, is considered 
ornamented for tariff purposes and classifiable under the provision for 
* * * other men’s or boys’ wearing apparel, ornamented, * * * of man- 
made fibers, in item 380.04, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated August 
13,1973. (474.7) 


T.D. 74-98(30) Webs, wadding, batting, and nonwoven fabrics. 
Denture adhesives.—Denture adhesives, “U” shaped to fit dentures, 
composed of two sheets of nonwoven rayon fabric with a nonvisible 
layer of water soluble adhesive between them, are classifiable under the 
provision for * * * nonwoven fabrics, * * * and articles nspf, * * * of 
man-made fibers, in item 355.25, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated 
November 20,1973. (426.851) 
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T.D. 74-98(31) Webs, wadding, batting, and nonwoven fabrics. 
Needle-punched, man-made fiber, coated or filled fabric.—A nonwoven 
fabric of needle-punched, man-made fibers, coated or filled for tariff 
purposes with synthetic rubber or plastics, and in chief value of the 
rubber or plastics, is classifiable according to the component textile 
fiber of chief value, under the provision for * * * nonwoven fabrics, 
* * * whether or not coated or filled, * * * of man-made fibers, in item 
356.25, TSUS. Headquarters letter dated October 17,1973. (455.41) 


T.D. 74-98(32) Wood articles. Cedar “lily pads.” —Cedar rounds.— 
“Lily pads,” or rounds, produced by cutting up cedar logs into slices 
3 to 4 inches thick and intended for sale for use outside the home as 
patio, step, and walkway surfaces, are classifiable under the provision 
for articles nspf, of wood, in item 207.00, TSUS. Headquarters letter 
dated July 26,1973. (481.21) 


(T.D. 74-99) 
Classification of shoes with rubber soles 


Decision in C.A.D. 1112 (decided December 20, 1973), by the Court of Customs 
and Patent Appeals classifying shoes with uppers of vegetable fibers and 
rubber soles with a filler of iron powder under item 700.70, Tariff Schedules of 
the United States, limited. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFrice or THE CoMMISSIONER OF CusTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., March 18, 1974. 

The Court of Customs and Patent Appeals in /nternational Seaway 
Trading Corp. v. United States, C.A.D. 1112, reversed a Customs 
Court decision (C.D. 4875 (1972)) overruling importer’s protest 
against the classification of imported basketball shoes under item 
700.60, Tariff Schedules of the United States (TSUS), as footwear 
(whether or not described elsewhere in this subpart) which is over 50 
percent by weight of rubber. In issue was the proper interpretation of 
Headnote 2, Part 4, Schedule 4, of TSUS, which defines “rubber.” 

The United States Customs Service has uniformly interpreted the 
headnote in issue to apply only to crude rubber, and believes additional] 
technical trade evidence and evidence of legislative intent is available 
to support this interpretation. 

Accordingly, the decision in C.A.D. 1112 is limited to the merchan- 
dise covered by the entries there in issue. 

(455.44) 
Vernon D. Acrer, 
Commissioner of Customs. 
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(T.D. 74-100) 
Ports of entry—Customs Regulations amended 


Changes in the Customs Field Organization, section 1.2(c), Customs Regulations, 
amended 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D.C., March 13, 1974. 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 
Cuaprer I—Unrrep Srates Customs Service 


PART 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


On November 15, 1973, notice of a proposal to extend the port limits 
of Ketchikan, Alaska, in the Anchorage, Alaska, Customs district 
(Region VIII), was published in the Federal Register (88 FR 31540). 
No comments were received regarding this proposed extension. 

Accordingly, by virtue of the authority vested in the President by 
section 1 of the Act of August 1, 1914, 38 Stat. 623, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 2), and delegated to the Secretary of the Treasury by Execu- 
tive Order No. 10289, September 17, 1951 (3 CFR Ch. II), and pur- 
suant to the authorization provided by Treasury Department Order 
No. 190, Rev. 9 (38 FR 17517), the port limits of Ketchikan, Alaska, 
in the Anchorage, Alaska, Customs district (Region VIIT), are hereby 
extended to include all that territory within the city limits of Ketchi- 
kan, Alaska, and all points on the narrows and inlets from the north- 
western city limits of Ketchikan to and including Ward Cove, Alaska, 
and all points on the narrows and inlets from the southeastern city 
limits of Ketchikan to and including Herring Bay, Alaska, and that 
portion of Gravina Island designated as and physically occupied by 
the Ketchikan International Airport which will include the runways, 
ramp area, terminal buildings, and any support facility immediately 
adjacent to the runway but excluding all of the shoreline of Gravina 
Island and all contact it may have with Tongass Narrows, Nichols 
Passage, Clarence Strait, Behm Canal, or any other body of water. 

To reflect this change, the table in section 1.2(c) of the Customs 
Regulations is amended by substituting “Ketchikan, Alaska (includ- 
ing the territory described in T.D. 74-100)” for “Ketchikan (includ- 
ing territory described in T.D. 53738)” in the column headed “Ports 
of entry” in the Anchorage, Alaska, district (Region VIII). 

(Sec. 1, 37 Stat. 434, sec. 1, 38 Stat. 623, as amended; 19 U.S.C. 1, 2) 

It is desirable to make this extension of the port limits of Ketchikan, 
Alaska, available to the public as soon as possible. Therefore, good 
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cause is found for dispensing with the delayed effective date provision 
of 5 U.S.C. 553(d). 

Effective date. This amendment shall be effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register. 


(ADM-9-03) 


James B. CLawson, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register March 22, 1974 (39 FR 10896) ] 


(T.D. 74-101) 
Customs field organization—Customs Regulations amended 


Section 1.4a of the Customs Regulations amended 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C. 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 
Cuarrer I—Unrrep Srates Customs SrErvicr 


PART 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


This amendment to section 1.4a of the Customs Regulations sets 
forth the present assignment of Customs regions to the regional di- 
rectors, security and audit. Under the present assignment, each Cus- 
toms region is assigned a separate regional director, security and audit. 
This amendment also sets forth the address of the regional office of the 
regional director, security and audit, in each region. 

Accordingly, section 1.4a of the Customs Regulations is amended to 
read as follows: 


§14a Assignment of Customs regions to regional directors, 
security and audit. 


The regions in section 1.2, together with their respective districts, 
are assigned to the offices of regional directors, security and audit, as 
follows: 
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Region Office 


Zip 
Code 


U.S. Customhouse, Room 1100, 2 India Street, Boston, | 02109 
Massachusetts 
U.S. Customs Service, 6 World Trade Center, Room | 10048 
502, New York, New York 
U.S. Customhouse, Room 424, 40 8. Gay Street, Balti-_| 21202 
more, Maryland 
U.S. Customs Service, P.O. Box 3201, Miami,Florida____| 33101 
New Orleans.-_-| U.S. Customs Service, Room 9028, Federal Building, | 70113 
701 Loyola Avenue, New Orleans, Louisiana 
U.S. Customs Service, Suite 1355, One Allen Center, | 77002 
500 Dallas Street, Houston, Texas 
Los Angeles....| U.S. Customs Service, P.O. Box 3323, Terminal Island | 90731 
Station, San Pedro, California 
San Francisco_.| U.S. Customs Service, Room 393, 681 Market Street, | 94105 
San Francisco, California 
U.S. Customs Service, Suite 1539, 55 E. Monroe Street, | 60603 
Chicago, Illinois 


(R.S. 251, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759; 5 U.S.C. 301, 19 U.S.C. 
66, 1624) 

Because this amendment relates to agency management, notice and 
public procedure thereon are unnecessary and good cause exists for 
dispensing with a delayed effective date, under the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553. 

Effective date. This amendment shall become effective upon publi- 
cation in the Federal Register. 

(ADM-9-03) 


G. R. Dickerson, 
Acting Commissioner of Customs. 


Approved March 13, 1974: 
James B. CLawson, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register March 22, 1974 (39 FR 10897) ] 
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(T.D. 74-102) 
Supplies and equipment for aircraft—Customs Regulations amended 


Section 10.59(f), Customs Regulations, relating to free withdrawal of supplies 
and equipment for aircraft, amended to add Jordan to the list of qualified 
countries 


DeEpPaRTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFIce oF THE CoMMISSIONER oF CusTOMS, 
Washington, D.C. 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 
Cuarrer I—Unirep States Customs SrErvice 


PART 10—ARTICLES CONDITIONALLY FREE, SUBJECT TO A REDUCED 
RATE, ETC. 


In accordance with section 309(d), 46 Stat. 690, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 1309(d)), the Secretary of Commerce has found and in a letter 
dated February 4, 1974, has advised the Secretary of the Treasury that 
Jordan allows to aircraft registered in the United States and engaged 
in foreign trade privileges substantially reciprocal to those provided 
for in sections 309 and 317, 46 Stat. 690, as amended, 696, as amended 
(19 U.S.C. 1309, 1317). Corresponding privileges are accordingly 
extended to aircraft registered in Jordan and engaged in foreign trade 
effective as of the date of such notification. 

Accordingly, paragraph (f) of section 10.59, Customs Regulations, 
is amended by the insertion of “Jordan” in appropriate alphabetical 
order and the number of this Treasury Decision in the opposite column 
headed “Treasury Decision (s)” in the list of nations in that paragraph. 

(Secs. 309, 317, 624, 46 Stat. 690, as amended, 696, as amended, 759; 
19 U.S.C. 1309, 1817, 1624). 

As there is a statutory basis for the exemption from Customs duties 
on withdrawal of supplies by aircraft when reciprocity has been 
established, notice and public procedure thereon are found to be un- 
necessary and good cause exists for dispensing with a delayed effective 
date under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. 

(ADM-9-03) 
Vernon D. Acree, 
Commissioner of Customs. 
Approved March 12, 1974: 
James B. Ciawson, 


Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
[Published in the Federal Register March 22, 1974 (39 FR 10897) ] 





CUSTOMS 27 
(T.D. 74-108) 


Arriwal and entry of United States government vessels—Customs 
Regulations amended 


Section 4.5(a) of the Customs Regulations, exempting certain vessels 
of the United States from requirement to report arrival or make 
entry, amended 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFrFIce oF THE CoMMISSIONER OF CusToMs, 
Washington, D.C. 


TITLE 19—CUSTOMS DUTIES 
Cuaprer I—Unrrep Srates Customs SERVICE 


PART 4—VESSELS IN FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC TRADES 


Section 4.5(a) of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 4.5(a) ), pres- 
ently provides, in part, that no report of arrival or entry shall be re- 
quired for any vessel owned by, or under the complete control and 
management of, the United States or any of its agencies, if such vessel 
is “manned wholly by members of the armed forces of the United 


States or by personnel in the civil service of the United States.” 

The commissioned corps of the Public Health Service (PHS) and 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) are 
neither members of the armed forces nor civil service employees as 
these terms are defined in 5 U.S.C. 2101, relating to employees of the 
Federal Government. PHS and NOAA officers often serve aboard 
United States vessels, however, and allowance for such service was 
not purposely omitted from section 4.5(a) of the Customs Regulations. 
Consequently, it is necessary to amend section 4.5(a) to provide that 
its provisions apply to United States Government vessels wholly 
manned by members of the uniformed services, or by civil service em- 
ployees, or by both (as may be the case with vessels operated by 
NOAA). The term “uniformed services” as used in section 4.5(a) will 
mean the armed forces (Army, Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, and 
Coast Guard), the commissioned corps of the Public Health Service, 
and the commissioned corps of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, in accordance with section 2101 of title 5 of the United 
States Code, and section 4(d), Reorganization Plan No. 4 of 1970 (35 
FR 15627). 





CUSTOMS 29 


Accordingly, the first sentence of paragraph (a) of section 4.5, 
Customs Regulations, is amended to read as follows: 


§4.5 Government vessels. 


(a) No report of arrival or entry shall be required for any vessel 
owned by, or under the complete control and management of, the 
United States or any of its agencies, if such vessel (1) is manned 
wholly by members of the uniformed services of the United States, 
by personnel in the civil service of the United States, or by both, and 
(2) is transporting only property of the United States or passengers 
traveling on official business of the United States, or is in ballast. * * *. 

= * * * * «& * 

(R.S. 251, as amended, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759; 19 U.S.C. 66, 1624) 

Inasmuch as this amendment merely clarifies an existing Customs 
regulation, notice and public procedure thereon are found to be un- 
necessary and good cause exists for dispensing with a delayed effective 
date under the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. 

Effective date. This amendment shall be effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register. 


(ADM-9-03) 


Vernon D. Acrer, 
Commissioner of Customs. 


Approved March 13, 1974: 
James B. CLawson, 
Acting Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Published in the Federal Register March 22, 1974 (39 FR 10897) ] 


(T.D. 74-104) 
Foreign currencies—C ertification of rates 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE CoMMISSIONER OF CusTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., March 13, 1974. 


The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified the 
following rates of exchange which varied by 5 per centum or more 
from the quarterly rate published in Treasury Decision 74-40 for the 
following countries. Therefore, as to entries covering merchandise 
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exported on the dates listed, whenever it is necessary for Customs pur- 
poses to convert such currency into currency of the United States, 
conversion shall be at the following daily rates: 
Italy lira: 

March 4, 1974 $0. 001532 

March 5, 1974 . 001538 

March 6, 1974 . 001538 

March 7, 1974 . 001539 


Switzerland franc: 
March 4, 1974 . 3166 
March 5, 1974 . 3185 
March 6, 1974 . 3190 
March 7, 1974 . 3190 
March 8, 1974 . 3210 
(LIQ-3-0 :D :T) 


R. N. Marra, 
Director 
Duty Assessment Division 


[Published in the Federal Register March 26, 1974 (39 FR 11207)] 


(T.D. 74-105) 


Foreign currencies—Daily rates for countries not on quarterly list 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippine 
peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand baht (tical) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., March 12, 1974. 

The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c)), has certified buy- 
ing rates in U.S. dollars for the dates and foreign currencies shown 
below. These rates of exchange are published for the information and 
use of Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to Part 159, 
Subpart C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR, Part 159, Subpart C). 


534-449—74—_5 
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Hong Kong dollar: 
February 25, 1974 
February 26, 1974 
February 27, 1974 
February 28, 1974 
March 1, 1974 


Tran rial: 
For the period February 25 through 
March 1, 1974, rate of $0.0149 


Philippine peso: 
For the period February 25 through 
March 1, 1974, rate of $0.1490 


Singapore dollar: 
February 25, 1974 
February 26, 1974 
February 27, 1974 
February 28, 1974 
March 1, 1974 


Thailand baht (tical) 
For the period February 25 through 
March 1, 1974, rate of $0.0495 
(LIQ-3-0:A :E) 
R. N. Marra, 
Director 
Duty Assessment Division 


(T. D. 74-106) 


Foreign currencies—Daily rates for countries not on quarterly list 


Rates of exchange certified to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Federal 
Reserve Bank of New York for the Hong Kong dollar, Iran rial, Philippine 
peso, Singapore dollar, Thailand baht (tical) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CusTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., March 18, 1974. 
The Federal Reserve Bank of New York, pursuant to section 522(c), 

Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (31 U.S.C. 372(c) ), has certified buying 

rates in U.S. dollars for the dates and foreign currencies shown below. 
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These rates of exchange are published for the information and use of 
Customs officers and others concerned pursuant to Part 159, Subpart 
C, Customs Regulations (19 CFR, Part 159, Subpart C). 


Hong Kong dollar: 
March 4, 1974 
March 6, 1974 
March 6, 1974 
March 7, 1974 
March 8, 1974 


Tran rial: 
March 4, 1974 
March 5, 1974 
March 6, 1974 
March 7, 1974 
March 8, 1974 


Philippine peso: 
For the period March 4 through March 8, 1974, rate of 
$0.1490 


Singapore dollar: 
March 4, 1974 
March 5, 1974 
March 6, 1974 
March 7, 1974 
March 8, 1974 


Thailand baht (tical) : 
For the period March 4 through March 8, 1974, rate of 
$0.0495 
(LIQ-3-0:A :E) 


R. N. Marra, 
Director 
Duty Assessment Division 





Protest Review Decisions 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CusTOMS, 
Washington, D.C., March 14, 1974. 
The following are decisions made by the United States Customs 
Service on protests filed under section 514, Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1514), and with respect to which further review 


was requested and granted under sections 174.23 and 174.24, Customs 
Regulations. 


Leonarp LEHMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
Regulations and Rulings. 


January 29,1974 
PRD 744 


District Director of Customs 
Seattle, Washington 98104 


Dear Sir: 


Re: Decision on Application for Further Review of 
Protest No. 30042001504 


The protest was filed against your decision in the liquidation of entry 
No. 121567. 

The protest involves the appraisement treatment of a mold used in 
the production of small, clear plastic boxes with hinged lids, which are 
used for transporting smear slides to a laboratory. A test run of 50,000 
of these plastic boxes was made in Canada by the protestant, using a 
mold supplied by its United States customer. 

The protestant states that the mold is capable of producing in excess 
of 5,000,000 boxes. Only 50,000, or 1 percent, of this number were manu- 
factured in Canada. The mold, made in Canada, then was imported 
into the United States where it will continue to be used to produce the 
plastic boxes. 

Protestant claims that appraisement should be on the basis of con- 
structed value, including the cost of the assist mold, which should be 
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based on a prorated value of the mold on the ratio of its expected life 
of 5,000,000 units. As only 50,000 units were made in Canada, protest- 
ant urges that the prorated cost should be only 1 percent. 

It is your position that the mold cost should be amortized over the 
number of plastic boxes produced up to the date of exportation of the 
mold, and no allowance should be made for any proposed production 
later in the United States. We agree. 

Customs usually uses one of the following methods to add the cost of 
an assist to the cost of materials in determining cost of production or 
constructed value in these cases : 


1. When the importer claims that a definite number of units has 
been contracted for and furnishes reliable data in support of 
his claim, proration of the entire value of the assist may be 
made over the contract amount. If the record establishes that 
other units have been produced over and above the instant 
contract, these may also be taken into account. This is the 
most realistic method and may be used where the necessary in- 
formation is a matter of fenel 


2. If there is no evidence or claim of a contract amount, or if the 
planned production is uncertain, proration may be over the 
number of units actually produced as of the date of exporta- 
tion of the shipment undergoing appraisement. 


. In the absence of any facts supporting one of the other meth- 


ods, proration may be over the number of units in the shipment 
undergoing appraisement. 


Once having determined the sound value of the assist, Customs will 
employ one of these methods of amortization, unless another basis is 
mutually agreed to by Customs and the importer. 

The number of units already produced with a used assist, fur- 
nished without cost, regardless of where the prior production took 
place, is significant only to the extent that it indicates the remaining 
life of the assist and, hence, the sound value. In this case, the amount 
of nonrecurring cost to be allocated to each box produced in Canada is 
the sound value of the mold on the date it was furnished to the 
Canadian producer, divided by the number of units, 50,000, produced 
in Canada at the time of exportation of the shipment. No other method 
of amortization is appropriate as no additional units will be produced 
in Canada as the mold was shipped to the United States after the test 
run was completed. This method of calculation is applicable to both 
cost of production and constructed value appraisements. 
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On the basis of the above, Headquarters is of the opinion that your 
position is correct. You are hereby directed to deny the protest in full. 
Your file is returned. 
Sincerely yours, 


Satvatore E. CaraMAGno, 
Director 
Classification and Value 
Division 


February 5, 1974 
PRD 74-5 
District Director of Customs 
Buffalo, New York 14202 


Dear Sir: 


Re: Decision on Application for Further Review of Protest No. 
09012000763 


This decision concerns a protest filed against your classification of 
certain stainless steel pigs in the liquidation of entry Nos. 070923, 


032860, 035807, 036665, and 036917, filed at your port in June and 
December 1970. 

The pigs are described as having been produced in Canada from 
stainless steel grindings and turnings generated in the United States. 
The record indicates that the grindings and turnings were sent to 
Canada to be reduced to pig form in an electric furnace with the addi- 
tion of limestone. 

The merchandise was classified under the provision for articles of 
iron or steel, not coated or plated with precious metal, other, in item 
657.20, Tariff Schedules of the United States (TSUS), with duty at 
the rate of 13 percent ad valorem. The protestant claims that the mer- 
chandise should be classified (1) under the provision for metal waste 
and scrap (provided for in Part 2, Schedule 6), in item 911.12, TSUS, 
and entitled to free entry; (2) under the provision for unwrought 
metal (except copper, lead, zinc, and tungsten) in the form of pigs 
which are defective or damaged, and which cannot be commercially 
used without remanufacture, in item 911.12, TSUS, and entitled to 
free entry; or (3) under the provision for any article of metal (except 
precious metal) manufactured in the United States or subjected to a 
process of manufacture in the United States, if exported for further 
processing, and if the exported article as processed outside the United 
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States, or the article which results from the processing outside the 
United States, is returned to the United States for further processing, 
in item 806.30, TSUS, with a duty upon the value of such processing 
outside the United States. 

Headnote 3(b), Part 2, Schedule 6, TSUS, defining the term “waste 
and scrap,” states that it does not include metal in unwrought form, 
and Headnote 3(a), id., defining the term “unwrought,” states that it 
“refers to metal, whether or not refined, in the form of ingots, blocks, 
lumps, billets, cakes, slabs, pigs * * *.” Since the merchandise in ques- 
tion is in the form of pigs, it is not metal waste and scrap for tariff 
classification purposes. In addition, it was held long ago that one of the 
methods of reclaiming scrap steel was to remelt it and pour it into 
molds, and that the remelted article cast into the form of steel ingots or 
slabs was no longer scrap steel. T.D. 32396 (Abstract 28146) , 22 Treas. 
Dec. 612 (1912). 

As to the merchandise being unwrought metal which is defective or 
damaged, there has been no showing that it is defective or damaged. 
To the contrary, the record shows that the stainless steel pigs were pro- 
duced from steel grindings and turnings and not to any particular 
specification. It appears, therefore, that the shipper satisfactorily per- 
formed the reduction of the steel grindings and turnings into pigs as 
ordered. Accordingly, the protestant has not established that the im- 
ported merchandise is entitled to free entry under item 911.12, TSUS, 
as defective or damaged unwrought metal. 

The protestant contends with respect to its claimed classification 
under item 806.30, TSUS, that the stainless steel pigs when returned 
to the United States must be subjected to further processing, and, 
further, that if we concur that the merchandise is so classifiable, it will 
submit any further documentation that is necessary. The further proc- 
essing is stated to be a combining of the pigs with other metals, all in 
the solid state, and physically compressing them into briquettes. 

It is our opinion that the stated use of the pigs would not be a further 
processing of the pigs, but would be an end use of them for the purpose 
for which they were made. The pigs in question are not, therefore, 
classifiable under the provisions of item 806.30, TSUS. 

In view of the foregoing, you are hereby directed to deny the protest 
in full. 

Sincerely yours, 


SatvaTorE FE. CARAMAGNO, 
Director 
Classification and Value 
Division 
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February 14, 1974 
PRD 74-6 


District Director of Customs 
San Diego, California 92101 
Dear Sir: 
Re: Decision on Application for Further Review of Protest No. 
25012001056 
The protest was filed against your decision in the liquidation of entry 
Nos. 101566, 101616, and 104579. 

The protest involves the question of whether certain items were 
properly included in the computation of constructed value, section 
402(d), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, in the appraisement of wearing 
apparel assembled in Mexico from components fabricated in the 
United States. The assembled wearing apparel was subject to the pro- 
visions of item 807.00, Tariff Schedules of the United States. 

Upon importation, the merchandise was invoiced at a price which 
included a factor for general expenses and profit of 130 percent of 
direct labor costs. The appraising officer determined that the following 
items were not reported by the importer nor included in his invoice 


prices, and that they were properly includable in the computation of 
constructed value: 


(a) $92,484 (machinery and equipment) 

(b) $60,065 (severance pay paid to the assembler’s employees 
after the operation was terminated) 

(c) $176,000 (accounting adjustment, fiscal year 1967) 

(d) $146,860 (accounting adjustment, fiscal year 1968) 

(e) $45,000 (plant manager’s salary, 30 months) 

(f) $101,294 (profit of 10 percent on the sum of the above items 
and the invoiced values) 

TOTAL $621,703 


These amounts were prorated over the entries in question and in- 
cluded in the appraised value of the merchandise upon liquidation. 

The protestant contends that the amounts included in the appraised 
value for general expenses and profit are not proper because the actual 
general expenses of the assembler, rather than the general expenses 
usual in the assembly of merchandise of the same general class or kind 
in Mexico, were used, and that a profit of 10 percent of labor and over- 
head was arbitrarily set without determining the usual profit on as- 
sembly of merchandise of the same general class or kind in Mexico. The 
protestant further contends that a survey of four firms engaged in the 
assembly of wearing apparel in Mexico showed usual general expense 
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of 130 percent of direct labor costs and usual profit of 5 percent of 
direct labor costs and general expenses. However, our investigation 
discloses that during the period in question, there were 20 or more 
firms assembling wearing apparel in Mexico, and it is our opinion that 
a survey of only four firms out of 20 or more does not establish the 
usual general expenses and profit in the assembly of merchandise of 
the same general class or kind in Mexico. 

You advise that in making the appraisements in question, you in- 
cluded an amount for general expenses that approximated 350 percent 
of labor costs and included items (a) through (f) above. You adopted 
this amount as representing the usual general expenses in the assembly 
of merchandise of the same general class or kind in Mexico. You also 
added 10 percent of direct labor costs and general expenses, which you 
determined represented the usual profit in the assembly trade in Mex- 
ico. In the absence of satisfactory evidence to the contrary, your de- 
termination as to the amounts to be included for general expenses and 
profit is accepted, subject to the adjustments directed in the penulti- 
mate paragraph of this letter. 

It is contended that the machinery and equipment supplied to the 
assembler was in the form of used and surplus sewing machines; that 
the sewing machines when new had a purchase price of $92,497; that 
when the sewing machines were exported to Mexico, their value was 
reduced by depreciation to $75,741; and that the amount to be included 
should be the depreciated value less certain rental fees paid by the 
assembler to the protestant. 

The protestant has submitted a statement from its treasurer-con- 
troller that its books and records show the initial cost of the sewing 
machines was $92,497, and that at the time the sewing machines were 
furnished to the assembler, they had a book value of $75,741. On the 
basis of this statement, we believe that $75,741 is the correct amount to 
be used in computing constructed value, assuming it closely approxi- 
mates the actual market value of the sewing machines at the time they 
were furnished to the assembler. However, sewing machines are gen- 
eral purpose machines and may be depreciated over their remaining 
useful life. Accordingly, only that portion of the $75,741 expended in 
the assembly operation should be included in the constructed value of 
the merchandise. 

We are of the opinion that either the rental fees paid by the assembler 
or the amortized depreciated value, but not both, should be included in 
the constructed value. If the rental fees paid by the assembler repre- 
sent a reasonable value for the life of the machinery which was ex- 
pended during the period in which it was used in the assembly process, 
you may include those rental fees in the constructed value. If you do not 
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believe the rental fees represent a reasonable value, you should include 
the depreciated value of the machinery, as set forth in the preceding 
paragraph. 

The protestant also contends that severance pay should not have been 
included in the constructed value appraisement. The obligation to pay 
severance pay arose after the merchandise in question was assembled 
and after the assembler terminated operations. Further, severance pay 
upon failure of a business and termination of operations is not an ordi- 
nary expense of doing business. Under these circumstances, we believe 
that this item of expense should be eliminated from the computation 
of constructed value. 

It is also contended that the accounting adjustments made in June 
1967 and June 1968 should not be included in the computation of con- 
structed value because neither the protestant nor the assembler con- 
sidered these payments to be a cost of producing the garments, but 
rather, considered them in the nature of capital investments. 

The protestant’s treasurer-controller stated when interviewed by a 
Customs investigator in March 1970 that the accounting adjustments 
in 1967 and 1968 were made to absorb an operating loss during those 
years. Consequently, we believe they were not capital investments, but 
rather, operating expenditures. It is our opinion that these cash ad- 
vances were in the nature of assists, and, as such, were properly in- 
cluded in the dutiable value of the merchandise. We can see no differ- 
ence in sending tools, molds, or dies free of charge to an assembler to 
assist in his operation or in sending cash. 

It is contended that even if these accounting adjustments were a part 
of constructed value, they were made to compensate the assembler for 
additional expenses incurred on prior shipments and cannot be pro- 
rated over the cost of all the importations. It is argued that payments 
made in June 1967 and June 1968 cannot be attributed to merchandise 
assembled during the later part of 1968 and early 1969. It is our opinion 
that the transfer of this cash from the protestant to the assembler was 
in the nature of an assist and that this money was needed to continue 
the operation. We do not agree that this money may not be prorated 
over entries which relate to merchandise assembled after receipt of the 
payments. Consequently, we are of the opinion that these sums are 
properly included in the computation of constructed value. 

In summary, we support your computation of constructed value in 
all respects except as to the amounts included for machinery and equip- 
ment and severance pay. For the reasons noted above, we believe that 
the entries in question should be reliquidated to exclude severance pay 
from the computation of constructed value, and to include in con- 
structed value an amount for machinery and equipment computed in 
accordance with this decision. 
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Accordingly, you are directed to allow the protest as to the amount 
to be included for machinery and equipment and severance pay, and 
to deny the protest with respect to all other matters raised by the pro- 
testant. 

Your file is returned. 

Sincerely yours, 


Satvatore E. CaraMAGNo 
Director 
Classification and Value 
Division 
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Protest Decision 


(C.A. 4501) 
MITsvuBIsHI INTERNATIONAL Corp. v. UNITED STATES 
Plywood 


Export VALUE—SALES AT MANUFACTURER’S LEVEL—EVIDENCE 


The plaintiff contended in its complaint that the proper export 
value of the merchandise is $115, United States dollars, per thousand 
square feet, f.o.b. Japanese port, but an accurate conversion of the 
Japanese yen contract price shows the claimed figure to be $119.35. 
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There was conflicting evidence as to actual yen price; evidence of 
price bargaining and sales negotation; and evidence that the mer- 
chandise was not freely sold or offered for sale at wholesale at the 
level of manufacture to all purchasers at the price paid by the 
Japanese buyer in this case. 

HELD, the evidence adduced does not comport with the statutory 
requirements for an export value basis as defined in 19 U.S.C.A. 


§ 1401a(b) at the price at which the merchandise was initially sold 
by the manufacturer. 


Court No. 71-12-02054 
Port of New Orleans 
[Judgment for defendant. | 
(Decided March 5, 1974) 


Glad, Tuttle € White (Edward N. Glad of counsel) for the plaintiff. 
Irving Jaffe, Acting Assistant Attorney General (Patrick D. Gill and David A. 
Ast, trial attorneys), for the defendant. 


Ricuarpson, Judge: The merchandise in this case consists of ply- 
wood which was exported from Japan and appraised upon entry at 
the port of New Orleans, La. under the export value basis of appraise- 
ment as defined in 19 U.S.C.A., section 140la(b) (section 402(b), 


Tariff Act of 1930, as amended by the Customs Simplification Act of 
1956) at either $142.50, $155.00, or $165.83, United States dollars, per 
thousand square feet. Plaintiff-importer alleges in its complaint that 
the proper export value of the merchandise is $115.00, United States 
dollars, per thousand square feet, f.o.b. Japanese port. 

The record in the case consists of the testimony of Kenji Matsuo, 
manager of the general merchandise B section of the Los Angeles 
office of the plaintiff corporation, called as a witness on plaintiff’s 
behalf; an affidavit of Hideaki Mori, chief of the domestic sales 
section for fancy plywood of Eidai Co., Ltd., of Osaka, Japan, dated 
April 19, 1973, and received in evidence as plaintiff’s exhibit 1; a 
report of Jerry L. Kane, Customs Representative, dated January 17, 
1973, received in evidence as defendant’s exhibit A; and the official 
entry papers. 

In its brief plaintiff modifies its claim, and now contends that the 
proper export value of the subject merchandise is $119.35 per thousand 
square feet, f.o.b. Japanese port, based upon the initial sales price of 
the manufacturer Eidai Mokuzai Kogyo, K.K. of ¥42,697 per thousand 
square feet, f.o.b. Kobe. The defendant does not question this contract 
price, and concedes that it converts to $119.35. (Defendant’s brief, p. 
21.) However, defendant did point out that Hideaki Mori stated in 
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both of his affidavits that the price was stable at approximately 
¥46,700 which converts to $130.54, according to defendant. Since plain- 
tiff’s claim is confined to the existence of export value at the mill or 
manufacturer’s level, only certain portions of the record in the case 
are pertinent to this inquiry. 

Kenji Matsuo testified on direct examination that for some 18 years 
prior to his employment by plaintiff, including the relevant period 
between 1969 and 1970, he was a staff member of Mitsubishi Corpora- 
tion in Tokyo, Japan, working in the lumber department which 
handled all kinds of wood and construction materials where he was 
involved with the exportation of plywood. He stated that his activities 
then consisted mainly in selling wood products to the United States; 
that when Mitsubishi Tokyo received orders from plaintiff for rustic 
plywood he placed the orders with one of two mills, namely, the Eidai 
mill or the Asahi mill, for the account of Mitsubishi Tokyo; that he 
was familiar with the prices that Eidai was charging for its rustic, 
standard grade, wide-grooved walnut plywood; and that such price 
was $115.00 (R. 16). 

On cross-examination Matsuo identified the manufacturer of mer- 
chandise described on the invoice in entry 108000 and on invoice 36- 
113(C) of entry 117483 as Eidai Mokuzai Kogyo, K.K. He testified 
that during the 1969 and 1970 period Mitsubishi Tokyo was selling all 
over the world, that he was involved with sales of this merchandise 
to countries outside of the United States, and that sales of fancy ply- 
wood to the United States from Japan accounted for approximately 
33 percent of Japan’s export sales, because, as far as fancy plywood 
was concerned, Europe was one of Japan’s biggest markets. 

Invoices in all of the entry papers in the case disclose that the mer- 
chandise in issue was manufactured by Eidai Mokuzai Kogyo, K.K. 

Hideaki Mori was first interviewed by Customs Representative Kane 
on January 8, 1973, and the substance of that interview, reduced to 
affidavit form, is identified as exhibit C in the Kane report (defendant’s 
exhibit A). Mori subsequently executed another affidavit dated April 
19, 1973, which is in evidence as plaintiff’s exhibit 1. In the Kane inter- 
view, Mori’s attention was directed to the shipments involved herein 
which were identified as rustic grade, standard quality, unfinished, 
American black walnut, 14” x 4’ x 8’, mismatched, V-grooved, color- 
toned, black putty filled plywood according to E. L. Bruce Co. specifi- 
cations of Eidai manufacture. Mori was then questioned as follows: 


Q. 2: Was this merchandise sold or offered only to Mitsubishi 
Shoji? 

A.2: No, this merchandise was offered to all Japanese exporters 
at the same terms but Mitsubisubishi [sic] was the only one who 
purchased it during the time in question. 
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Q.3: Did your firm actually make the sale to Mitsubishi or was 
the sale to someone else through Mitsubishi? Please document the 
prices and names of customers. 


A.3: As I mentioned before, Mitsubishi was the only buyer at 
that time. We don’t have the records available for such an old 
sale but the price was stable at approximately ¥46,700.0 per thou- 
sand square feet at FOB Kobe terms. 


Q.4: Did your firm offer to sell this merchandise directly for ex- 
port to the United States or to a reseller in Japan? Document your 
answer. 

A. 4: We offered to sell this merchandise at the same prices to 
exporters in Japan. If an American firm has offices here, they could 
have purchased it. We don’t deal with firms that don’t have offices 
here because of the problems with international credit. We cannot 
document offers since they were made over the telephone but our 
regular customers for this merchandise are Nichimen and Nissho- 
Iwai in addition to Mitsubishi. 


Q. 5: Describe the manner and relationship of the transactions 
between your firm and Mitsubishi. 

A.5: There is no special relationship between us. Mitsubishi just 
calls and requests a price quotation and delivery date for a certain 
quantity of plywood and we respond with a price. If it is agreeable 
with their side, they issue a purchase order a week later and we 
start production. When the merchandise is ready, they tell us how 
to mark it and we put it on board ship and finally receive [sic] 
payment. 

Q. 6: Did you sell the merchandise directly to Mitsubishi Shoji 
and not for export to the United States? 

A.6: No, we know that this merchandise was to be exported for 
several reasons. First the terms specified FOB Kobe port and we 
knew that it was bound for an American firm who would finish it. 


Walnut plywoods are not popular in Japan and all of our domestic 
plywood is finished. 


In his later affidavit Mori, addressed himself to the same subjects on 
which he was earlier interviewed by Customs Representative Kane, 
averred : 


That during this period [July, 1969, through February, 1970] 
our firm offered this merchandise to all Japanese exporters o7 to 
American firms with offices in Japan at the same terms as this 
merchandise was sold to Mitsubishi Shoji. We do not deal with 
firms that do not have offices in Japan because of the problems 
with international credit. However, during this period Mitsubishi 
Shoji was the only one to purchase this merchandise. We do not 
have the records available for such old sales but the price was 
stable at approximately ¥46,700 or $115.00 per thousand square 
feet at FOB Kobe terms. 


That there is no special relationship between Mitsubishi Shoji 
and ourselves. Mitsubishi Shoji just calls and requests a price 
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quotation and delivery date for a certain quantity of plywood 
and we respond with a price. If it is agreeable with their side, 
they issue a purchase order a week later and we start production. 
When the merchandise is ready, they tell us how to mark it and 
we put it on board ship and finally receive payment. [Emphasis 
added. ] 

Yoshihiro Tokuda, employed in the South Sea lumber section C 
of the Mitsubishi Corporation in Tokyo, was also interviewed by Cus- 
toms Representative Kane on December 29, 1972 (defendant’s ex- 
hibit A, exhibit B attached thereto). He stated that he actually 
participated in the “sales negotiations” between Eidai and Mitsubishi 
Shoji. Also, Sadao Kurosawa, managing director of the Japan Ply- 
wood Exporters’ Association of Tokyo (of which Mitsubishi Shoji 
was a member and its representative was a director), in answer to the 
26th question on his affidavit in exhibit A stated “. . . prices were sub- 
ject to bargaining but I cannot say by how much nor how often they 
varied because I did not have access to price information.” Tokuda 
further stated : 


Q. 2: Was your firm a reseller for export of the merchandise 
purchased from Eidai Mokuzai K.K. during this period? If so, 
document the dates of purchase and the prices. 


A. 2: Yes, we were a reseller but we purchased the plywood in 


question from Eidai Sangyo. Eidai Mokuzai was the actual manu- 
facturer but we purchased from Eidai Sangyo, the sales division 
of the parent corporation. All of the merchandise in the ship- 
ments in question was purchased on one contract. I have attached 
a copy of this contract as Exhibit A to this affidavit and that con- 
tract shows that a total of 960,000 square feet were purchased on 
March 29, 1969 for 42,697.0 yen per thousand square feet. This 
price was for F.O.B. Kobe or Osaka port, COD terms. 


* cd ok od * * * 

Q. 6: Was your firm instrumental in having Eidai produce the 
walnut plywood to E. L. Bruce specifications ? 

A. 6: I don’t think so. This particular plywood was very 
popular at that time so Eidai was probably already manufactur- 
ing it. It [sic] not, the written specifications would be sufficient 
for a factory to set up for this particular pattern as not much 
preparation is required by a factory which is already manufac- 
turing rustic grade fancy walnut plywoods. 

Examination of the Eidai-Mitsubishi Shoji contract referred to in 
the Tokuda interview discloses no reference or notation as to the desti- 
nation of the 960,000 square feet of plywood involved. 

Takeshi Kinugasa, chief of the export department of Asahi Fancy 
Plywood Co., Ltd., of Osaka, Japan, was interviewed by Customs Rep- 
resentative Kane on January 8, 1973 (exhibit D of defendant’s ex- 
hibit A). Kinugasa responded in part: 
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Q. 1: Mr. Kinugasa, according to our Customs records, your 
firm sold rustic grade, standard quality, unfinished, American 
Black Walnut 14’’x4’x8’, mismatched, V-grooved, color-toned, 
black putty filled plywood which was manufactured according to 
E. L. Bruce Co. specifications during the period corresponding 
to shipments made from July, 1969 through February, 1970. Were 
you associated with these shipments? If so, please describe how 
as well as your duties with Asahi. 

A. 1: Yes, as Chief of the Export Section, I was responsible 
for negotiating prices for this merchandise, arranging delivery 
details and maintaining liason with the buyer. I have acted in this 
position for the past six years. 

* * * * 2 * * 
Q.5: Would the price of this merchandise change if there was a 
——- in the specifications regarding color-toning or black putty 

ing 
A. 5: In order to be considered rustic, this plywood must meet 
those standards. A change in color isn’t a significant factor in pric- 
ing. The statement about FE. L. Bruce specifications only reflects 


a less popular pattern of spacing the grooves on standard merchan- 
dise. (Emphasis added. } 


Plaintiff argues that the evidence of record supports the conclusion 
that the subject merchandise was the subject of a sale for exportation 
to the United States at the mill level which complies with all of the 


requirements of the statutory export value formula, in this case, sec- 
tion 1401a(b). As to the imported merchandise, plaintiff says in its 
brief : 


As there was a freely sold price of such merchandise at the mill 
level, said price, being stable during the period in question, must 
be used for determining export value as defined in Section 402(b). 
This price is ¥42,697 or $119.35 per thousand square feet, F.O.B. 
Japanese port. 
With respect to merchandise other than the imported merchandise, 
plaintiff argues: 


. . . that Eidai offered this merchandise on the same terms as 
offered to Mitsubishi to any others who were in a position to buy; 

and that during the monet in question the price was stable. .. . 
Defendant argues that the evidence does not support the conclusion 
that the imported merchandise was sold by Eidai to Mitsubishi Shoji 
for exportation to the United States, that the contract price under- 
lying the mill’s price to Mitsubishi Shoji was below the mill’s offering 
price, was not shown to be for the usual wholesale quantity, or the 
price at the time of exportation of the imported merchandise, and 
represented a price which was arrived at by bargaining or negotiation. 
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The applicable statutes read as follows: 

[Section 1401a(b) ] 

For the purposes of this section, the export value of imported 
merchandise shall be the price, at the time of exportation to the 
United States of the merchandise undergoing appraisement, at 
which such or similar merchandise is freely sold or, in the absence 
of sales, offered for sale in the principal markets of the country 
of exportation, in the usual wholesale quantities and in the ordi- 
nary course of trade, for exportation to the United States, plus, 
when not included in such price, the cost of all containers and 
coverings of whatever nature and all other expenses incidental 
to placing the merchandise in condition, packed ready for ship- 
ment to the United States. 

[Section 1401a(f) (4) (A)] 

(f) For the purposes of this section— 

* * cS * a eo * 

(4) The term “such or similar merchandise” means mer- 
chandise in the first of the following categories in respect of 
which export value . .. can be satisfactorily determined: 

(A) The merchandise undergoing appraisement and 
other merchandise which is identical in physical charac- 
teristics with, and was produced in the same country by 
the same person as, the merchandise undergoing 
appraisement. 

The Court is of the opinion that on the basis of the evidence of rec- 
ord plaintiff has failed to establish an export value for the involved 
merchandise based upon Eidai’s price to Mitsubishi Shoji, i.e. ¥42,697. 
Although the evidence shows that the imported merchandise was 
initially sold at this price, that price does not qualify in this case as a 
basis for establishing statutory export value even if we assume that 
the transaction was a sale for exportation to the United States. It is not, 
contended in his case by plaintiff that Mitsubishi Shoji was a “selected 
purchaser”. Consequently, export value may not be predicated alone 
upon the basis of the price paid for the imported merchandise. A gri- 
colas de Mewico, S. de R.L. de C.V.v. United States, 66 Cust. Ct. 612, 
618, A.R.D. 285 (1971). In this case there must be evidence that the 
claimed price was the price at which this merchandise was freely 
offered to all purchasers at wholesale during the period in question, 
i.e., July, 1969, through February, 1970, for exportation to the United 
States. United States v. Thomas P. Gonzalez Corp., 66 Cust. Ct. 597, 
603, A.R.D. 283 (1971). 

In the Gonzalez case the merchandise was garlic powder produced 
in Mexico by Cia. Agricola de Ensenada, S.A. whose entire output 
was purchased for exportation to the United States by the importer 
Thomas P. Gonzalez Corp. at a price of $3.12 Mexican currency per 
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Kilo, f.o.b. Ensenada. The court found this sales price to be a freely 
sold price within the meaning of statutory export value, based upon 
free offers at that price for exportation to the United States. To the 
same effect is the holding of the court in United States v. Getz Bros. & 
Co. et al., 55 CCPA 11, C.A.D. 927 (1967), involving plywood door- 
skins manufactured by some 25 Japanese mills. On this point our 
appeals court, in affirming the lower court, called attention in the 
Getz Bros. case to the opinion of the trial court where, in assessing 
the evidence of record, the trial court stated : 


It appears to the court that the facts in the present cases [sic] 
are stronger in mage of finding that the sales by the manufac- 
turing mills provide the proper basis for determining export 
value than are the facts in the previously decided cases. In the 
present case, certain facts are established by a heavy preponder- 
ance of evidence. In the affidavits offered in evidence by the plain- 
tiffs, all of which are substantially the same, it definitely appears 
that all the manufacturing establishments from which purchases 
were made in the appealed cases herein offered their merchandise 
for sale to all purchasers who desired to buy for export to the 
United States and not merely to the so-called trading houses. 

In the instant case there is no persuasive evidence that Eidai offered 
the plywood in issue to all purchasers at wholesale in Japan for ex- 
portation to the United States. The initial Mori affidavit (affidavit C of 
defendant’s exhibit A) averred that Eidai offered the merchandise to 
Japanese exporters, the chief customers being, in addition to Mitsu- 
bishi Shoji, Nichimen and Nissho-Iwai—asserting only that if an 
American firm had an office in Japan, it could have purchased the 
merchandise. 

Bearing in mind the facts, as developed in the record, that the E.L. 
Bruce Co. specifications were not an indication of destination of ply- 
wood but rather a pattern of design on plywood, and that only 33 per- 
cent of this fancy plywood was exported to the United States, the 
initial Mori affidavit does not establish that the offering mentioned 
therein was for exportation to the United States. 

Of course, the second Mori affidavit does undertake to supply this 
deficiency in proof in the averment : 


That during this period our firm offered this merchandise to all 
Japanese exporters or to American firms with offices in Japan at 
the same terms as this merchandise was sold to Mitsubishi Shoji... . 


But nowhere under point ITT of its brief, plaintiff’s exhibit 1 notwith- 
standing, does plaintiff contend that the evidence establishes that at the 
times in question the subject merchandise was freely offered for sale by 
Eidai in Japan to all purchasers at wholesale for exportation to the 
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United States. At most, plaintiff, under point III of its brief asserts 
“that Eidai offered such merchandise during the period in question at 
the same terms as sold to Mitsubishi, Tokyo, to others... .” (Emphasis 
added. ) 

Thus, it apears that plaintiff is aware that the belated statement of 
Hideaki Mori noted above contained in plaintiff’s exhibit 1 [wherein 
he undertakes to modify his earlier statement contained in affidavit C 
of defendant’s exhibit A] does not contain the necessary proof required 
by the statute to establish export value. And neither does the court at- 
tach credence to this statement in exhibit 1 in view of the fact that 
exhibit 1 does not aver that there were in fact any American firms with 
offices in Tokyo at the time or undertake to identify any such firms— 
thereby removing the speculation on this point created by the first 
Mori affidavit. 

Plaintiff has not established that there was a freely sold or offered 
price to all purchasers for export to the United States. Therefore, on 
the record in this case, the court finds as facts : 

1. That the merchandise in this action consists of A.B. Walnut MM- 
VG rustic standard grade wide-grooved walnut plywood manufac- 
tured in Japan by Eidai Mokuzai Kogyo, K.K. and exported from 
Japan between July, 1969, and February, 1970. 

2. That said merchandise was appraised upon entry at the port of 
New Orleans, La. on the basis of export value as defined in 19 U.S.C.A., 
section 1401a(b) (section 402(b), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended by 
the Customs Simplification Act of 1956) at either $142.50, $155.00, or 
$165.83 per thousand square feet. 

3. That there is no evidence in the record that establishes that at 
the time of exportation of said merchandise there was such merchan- 
dise freely sold, or, in the absence of sales, offered for sale in the prin- 
cipal markets of Japan by the manufacturer or its representatives to all 
purchasers at wholesale for exportation to the United States. 

Upon these facts the court finds as matters of law: 

1. That export value as defined in 19 U.S.C.A., section 1401a(b) 
(section 402(b), Tariff Act of 1930, as amended by the Customs Sim- 
plification Act of 1956) is the proper basis for determination of the 
value of the merchandise herein. 

2. That plaintiff has not established an export value different from 
that returned in the appraisement of said merchandise. 

3. That the appraised values of said merchandise remain in full 
force and effect by reason of plaintiff’s failure to overcome the pre- 
sumption of correctness attaching to the appraisement. 

Judgment will be entered herein accordingly. 





eB 
e 
a 
E 
B 


(sedeys 10 syo1q ‘Syo0Tq 
Suypimq 403) =, Speed 
pus sHoo[d,, 10 ,,SHoOld,, 


410K MON $10] JO JUOUIIEIg Pousy 


ASIGNVHOUAN 
GNV AULNA 
i0 LUod 


“‘suojsng fo sauorssvULULoD 
‘aauoVy ‘q NONUTA 


‘TL6EI ‘IT Yeopy ‘XMOSVEUT, AHL 40 LNAWLUvadGg 


Miz 


GS"LEL W198} 


e18Y pus “ON 
WI9}] 10 “IB 


ala 


BSe 
06°2EL W104] 


oy8y pus “ON 
wle}y JO ‘Ieq 


aassassv 


‘010 


*Z8L61/89 *d109 O80; 


PL6I 
“y yore 
“¢ ‘ZIOTV 


NOISIOdG 
40 ALVa 
y apaner 


SLT/bLd 


wadqWoNn 
NOISIOaa 


"sqoRy quejiodul Zutoe1 pus sesvo 
Zu17800] A[Isve Ul S[TBIOYJO SUIOJSNO 0} OUTBYSISSB JO oq [[LM UOEAIS UloJoYy ArvUIUINS oY} ‘[[NJ Ul JULId 04 4ser0}UI [eI0U0S 
quoloyyns JO 40U OB SUOISIOEp OY} YSNOYI[Y *‘poeUs90U09 s10q}O PUB SUIOYSND OY} Jo SIBNTJO Jo oOUBPINS pus UOT}BULIOJUI 
oy} oy poystqnd ore YIOX MON 4B 4ANOD SUIOZSNC S978} Po}IUE, EY} JO SUOISIOEp Jo s}OBI}SqB SULMOT[OJ OY, 


SUOLSIIOT] 189404 PosUOMSGY 


SIIPAIS qV 


N07) suOISN’) 
So1v1g pou 24) JO suOTSTIOG 





(Gor POAISUL SUIS}}) 
(Soppes 43}44 seyjory}Ue) 
SOPPBI 104SISUBI} 10} SESBH 

Vr» DOqIEUT 
sur9}}) sqovf pus seucydeg 
4I0X MON 


«SUOPEWY Zooy Sou0H,, 
FOrIeyA 


“090 ‘8305 1003 
‘yes ondeq Bq ‘S}OS QTV IELT 
sojesuy soy 


sjoued uedse sv peqyi0s 
“Op sjeuvd sequin] pent 
JUjog sesnoy -uyejdureyD 


0d43 10301Nq.189 ‘seuy3 

“U9 WOFSsNquUIOS [eUIE}U; 
Jo ‘jeqyour Jo *a’o uy ‘seg 
4I0X AON 


aSIGNVHOUIN 
aNV AYLNG 
£0 Ludod 


(vy POXIVUT SUTEZ) (216 

‘a'v'O) ‘sn “4 “d109 («sy DOYTVUE 

807U0I}00] J OTPVY 0370A4E;BT su10}1) %0Z 
(..Vo» DoyreUr (sy DUB 80°902 1193] 

sue3})  (IZ0T «= “a'v'O «Voy DOGIVUT (Vr) POqIBUI 

P.Be 2888 "a"O) “Sn “A su10}}) %o°st sure}{) %ST 

Auvdw0H 941}001y pes0euep) 22'S89 UIe3] 02" 789 U1e}] 


(1801 ‘a’ V"O) "8" By %Se 
"A ‘Ouy ‘si0foaINg peryup S2'ShT Ue} ST'ShT Ured] 


jyuewspnf{ pus 

WOsPep 07 

peyo8748 sesvo 

Jo oynpeyos 

oTNpeyos Pres Uy} NO 40s 

Uf GO}J 308 0781 syueeambe 

(196 punodutroo UWre10[8A 

‘a’V'O) *8'D *A “TR 30 BOT oyepidoidds yy p8 snopes FV 

-JOUTY JO sezepossy joduly SL*TS9 U1ez] SL'TS9 UI8}z] 


Met 
$308} JO JuSUIO}E IS Poolsy 00°20z U104] 


%SAOI 10 
(862% “"0) °° *4 *dI09 Mt ‘WAI 
Supnqusid AoC ML 


078Y Pus “ON 
W1e}] JO *I8q W183] JO “Bq 


ala aassaissv 


“18 90 “ouy ‘epusy 


*ou] ‘seBuj1ed *N*V 


*di0O Zupnqiisiq 4oog 


NOISIOaga 
f0 ALVG daAagWNoNn 
» apdar NOISIO@G 





ei 
g 
8 
a 
5 


8308 OIBMIELT 
sopesuy soy 


810400 MOTI] pus ss077;8;7 
4IOX MON 


soseo 0AByg 
4I0X MON 


seseo 10Aeqg 


4I0X MON 


“070 ‘sIOMOU [SPUNIV 
0380140 


s3ny 
o3eiq ueg 


(196 
‘a'V'0) *8°D *A “TS 90 BOT 
-19UTy JO seyepossy 410duI]T 
sZuypvod oq} uo yueurspne 


(F801 “A°V"O) “SD *A BOF 
-I9UTY JO "d100 o1;eusyjoue A 


(288) “a'O) "Ss" “4 
‘oul “OD Pp siepunys “fH 


(288 “a"O) “8° *4 
‘oul “OD » sepuneg “f “A 


(6128 
*a'O) S'O “A “TS 3@ TOR 
~e10di0g Buypery, prounz 
(8228 “a"O) "Ss" “4 
[8 39 UOMeIOdI0D sequiy 


(ont “a“V"O) 
"0D JIS [SUONBN “4 “8° 


Beer 
snd qoue JT 
GL'TS9 W184] 


%IB IO Wit 
SO'SLL W184] 


Mvet 
eee “18d 


BWYt 


eo8 “18d 


%MWI'Si 10 YLT 
09°FLL U0} 


%L¥o"1e JO 

eyes ueTeAMbe 

urel0[8a PY 
gL 199 W184] 


WWI 10 Y%st 
SUZLL W194] 


%br 
468 *I8d 


%6t 
68 *18d 


WS 10 Yes 
0¢°Shz W103] 


Yvps sud 
*sod *zop zed 
$6 10 '%o9 
snyid *sod 
*z0p red JOT 
SL’eeg Uri] 


*di0Q suog 7 
weqOD *y 0/e “oul “y"'T 
Jo 0D » soulkg *f ‘M 


09 woduy J PV 


“oul “OD # srepunes *f “yy 


“oul “OD 7 srepuneg *f*Y 


‘18 98 
Ausdurog Aynveg-O-[40q 


“0D JeATIS [BONEN 





-uByoseur {44017} 
“Ue 103 PUTLOy 
enyea pesyeidde 
OU ‘2z"gg9 W184} 
(126 Jepun soppel 

SO;pB1 *a'V'O) “8° *4 “dI109 Ui} seqje77} LNG 
Wi}A poziodury seseQ | sopuoNoe A Oypey ojeAGwy] | -Ue sv o[quyNp 09°90 240 "18 40 
4IOX MON | sSBuypvetd oy} uo yuomspne 4js0doid sesep 10 90°90Z W107] ‘P881Z/99 | °C » prem ArouI0sUOW 


07308 
OATIBISUTUIPB 
ojepidoidde 
JO} JOUOTSSTUE 
“T1109 [BUOTFel 04 
pouinjer sopyue 
femqevureld 
SB possyuIs}p 
$3S8e301d {pyoa 
suonepmbyiT 
‘ABT 0} Buyps00 
-08 pospeidde 
jou es}pusgo 
-seur {440173 
“U9 JOJ puTioy 
enyea pesjeiddes 
OU ‘ZZ'89 WEF] 
(226 Jopun soypel (seseo 
SoTpel *a'V'0) ‘8’ *4 "109 UI} sopemyue Opel) %0z 
UIA poylodury seseQ | sofuosjooTWorpeyozjeAeyeryT SB o[qeynp 80°90 “030 Tee “ys'n 
41I0X MON | SBuspeod oy} uo yuomspne 4j10doid seseQ 10 09°902 W183] ‘oltte/so9 | “PIT “OD PY BIYsouryT 


: 
a 
B 
B 


ey pus ‘ON 0783 pus “ON 

ASIGNVHOUAIN U93] 10 “IVI Ul8}][ JO “18d NOISIOadaG 
aNV AULNA 7 i0 ALVa UuagnWon 
‘tei 7 apanar NOISIOgda 


10 LUOd 
ali aassassv 





g 
8 
E 
e 
B 


*049 ‘SUI9} [BPO TUE Ojseld 
410X MON 


908 ojy ‘od g 
sepesuy so’T 


908 ory “od ¢ 
sojoBUy SO] 


(968% ‘@"O) *s°. 
“A ‘Our ‘s}JAoqIepY Gdoesor 
(gst “a"O) 
‘SO ‘A ‘OUl ‘sIOMO[Z 
Teg Wsy UBopoUrY 4sI,F 


(196 
*2'V'O) ‘8'D *4 “TS 90 BOT *zop 10d $9 
-19UTY JO sezepossy yoda] S0°6t9 
sBujpved oy} uo JueUTZpNs] Pus ¢Z*1¢9 SuIE;] 


(196 
“A'V'O) “8D *A "TB 40 Boy 
-J9UTY JO sezepossy 310duz] 
ssuypeetd ey} Uo yueMspNe 


*20p s0d 98z 
$0°649 
pus CZ’ IS9 SUITE; 


(196 
‘a’v'o) ‘sa "A ‘18 40 Boy 
“JOUTY JO SoyBpoOssy J10duT] 
SZupsetd oq} Uo yUeTIZpNe 


*zop 10d 9gz 
$0°6+9 
pus cz" 199 SUIE;T 


07708 
9A}}819S;UUL 

“ps oyepidosdde 
10} JOUOTSSTUI 
“W109 [BUOTFOI 04 
peuinyor S017} 
-ue feimyeureid 
SB PossyUIS|p 
$380}01d {pyjoa 
suopepinby 
{AUT 0} Buyps00 
-08 pesyeidde osyp 


%e2'9 
O2°ShL UIO}] 


%IOLZ' Sh JO 
90381 UIOIO[VA 
ps Juojeanbg” 
$0°649 
Pus GZ°TS9 SUIO4] 


tg yo 
0481 TIOIOTBA 
ps juopeanby 
$0°649 
pus CZ" I¢9 SUITE; 


%9"e9 JO 
9381 UIOIO[BA 
ps yuoTBAMb | 
$0°649 
puB oz*T¢9 SuIO}] 


“oye *ouy 
‘Z0LL9/89 | ‘S1equepuyy 7 uvurdey 


09 
L¥90Z/89 |oT}UBOIEPY ISVOD 4s0M4 OUT, 


"0D oT4 


S8ZB/L9 | -WBOIOPY ISVOD 4SeM OTL 


“0D O11 


8684/29 | -WBoIEPY ISVOD 4SeM OTL 


PL6I 
‘L qoueyy 
*f ‘WOS}eM 


681/FLd 


PLOT ‘2 YOR 
“¢ ‘pi0g 


PLOI ‘L YOIEPY 
"¢ ‘prog 





CUSTOMS COURT 


SesBo JOABYS 
4410 X MON 


sesvo JoAvYS 
¥IOX MON 


"930 ‘SIBMOY [BPyWNy 
eyydjepelyd 


"090 ‘SIOMOY [SPYTIV 
410X MON 


“040 ‘SIOMOTJ [BPYNAV 
4IOX MIN 


(188 "'O) *s’n *A 
‘oul “OD » siopuNnesg ‘f “Y 


(z8¢h"a"O) "s"n"4 
‘oul “OD = siepuneg *¢ “Y 


(S81% “a"D) 
‘s'O ‘A ‘OU ‘SI0MOLT 
[epylsy uBopleury 4siL7 
(6228 “C’"O) "SD *4 “TB 48 
uopes0d 10H ZuypeLy prounz 
(s2z@ ‘a"O) ‘sn “4 
*J8 Jo uOTWVINdIOH sequITy 


(6228 “G"O) ‘s'n “4 
*[8 30 UOTIBIOd 10H ZulpeLL 
prounz (8/ze “a"O) “s’n 
*A ‘1B 30 UOT}BIOdI0H voquiy 


(G+, POqIwUT 

suie}]) (968F “A'O) “s’n 
“A ‘oul ‘s}AOMIV_ Ydesor 

(..W>, PeAsIVUl surety) 

(6128 “G"O) “SN *A “18 


| Wo}WVsOdI0H Burpery, pyo 


| 


-unZ (8228 “'"O) ‘s’n “A 
‘TB 4@ UOPeI0dI0D sequiry 


MWvyeer 
eee “Ad 


yest 


eee “ed 


Li 


O9°FLL W103" 


%L1 
09°FL2 UI03] 


Yt 10 YL1 
OO FLL W194] 


oyey pus “ON 


%6l 16g “ed 


Yor L6E “ed 


%8z 


02°8hL W197] 


YZ 
06'8hL W104] 


YT 10 YSZ 
02°8F2 Ure3] 


e18y Pus “ON 


6999/99 


StL01/c9 


TI¢Z8/69 


“070 
“GPI9B/LO 


“040 
“eSPOT/89 


| 


| 


‘ouy “OD wp siepunts ‘f°Y | 


*0= sejsOpsi9Ag 80174y 


"18 Jo “ou 
“00 » ouvg ‘d pIvApy 


*ouy ‘sqoduly eo Avy 


| 
‘ou “OD = sIOpUNes “fy 


PL6I | 
‘L Qoreyy 
*f ‘WOS}B MA S61/FLd 
P61 
‘Lqoleyy 


“g ‘UOS}B AA F6L/bld 


bL6L 
‘L qo 


“f ‘u0sze A, L61/bLd 


FL6I 
‘2 Gorey 


*¢ ‘mos}T 161 /tLd 


NOISIOaga 
JO ALVa 
yaodor 


UI9}] 10 “Iv W194] 10 “1vq 


ASIGNVHOUAN 


| 
| 
aNV AULNG | UaaWoNn 


NOISIOda 


JAILNIV 1d 


| alta aassassv | 
i ene ini crip epee Nea 


iO LHOd 








z 
5 
B 


ssu[3 
204g 380q JO Sys] [Teulg 
*Bo1Q ‘puvyyi0g 


(.€,, peyzeur 
$1110} ]) SjuomresuB1Ie 
Te10p Alloy puw e0j0T3Sq)y 

"Oo 
pue ,,V,, Peyxseur surez]) 
“moe ‘SIOMO[_ [SPpNIV 

Byqdjeperqad 


(69¢¥ “a"O) 
"S°N “A "18 40 "dI09 “a'V'D 


(6D, DOFITVUT 
sma}t) (968) “A’"O) *Ss’n 
“A ‘oul ‘s}JAOyIBpY Ydesor 
(..,, POYTVUI SUI} }) (FSTF 
‘a’O) “S'N ‘A uopeiod 
10D SIBAIIV [euUOHeUISEJU] 

(.V,,Doqreur 
sur9}]) (sstt ‘a’O) 
‘SO ‘A ‘OUy ‘SIOMOLT 
Tepynsy Uvoyoury 4SIL7 
‘(6128 “G'O) “8° *A “18 30 
woHeIOdIOH SZuypery, Plo 
“unz ‘(8128 “A"O) "Ss" “4 


[8 49 UOMBIOdI0D sequIly 


“ie 
09°2ZL 1107] 


(,.@,, Pexzeur 
sute}t) YLT 
LOZLL W104] 
(..0», Pus 
aV,, poqreur 
sute}}) YLT 
09°PLL W104] 


(uO 
a0 «sly» 
«V>, DoqIeUr 
suIe}1) %8z 
02°8hL UIe}] 


‘oul 


g0seT/69 | “OD »P YSN ‘g eB100H 


‘1840 
“09 ‘te¢g9/Z9 | Auedui0g durwy oiqiis 


vL6L 
*L Worms 


“20,8 L61/bLd 


#61 
*, Wore yy 


“f ‘WOS}e A 961/FLd 





: 
a 
e 
B 





SOIPBI YOoO 

pus soj10}38q Pus 
souoydive WIM 
1943030} poji0d 


poxoed 
you ‘ejoye = pezi0d 
-Ul} YOBe 10J ,,SON[BA 
PeUlPVIO,, Peywusjsep 
suurInjoo uy yueuspnf 


Ul} SOjPBI SNOTIE A 8108} Pus UOJSPep 03 poyoe 
A14eeg | JO YuoeUTEIeIs poolsy | -78 o[Npeyos UO porsPT enyes peyonsysu0g | g-98Z00-e-e2 | “di0D ZuyperL, y PV CHI/PLa 


ueder woy 
peszoduzy szied 
WO UBATEY, UT 
pelquiesse ‘so;pes pexqoed jou ‘ef07} 
4oo]9 pus soyie}}eq -1B OBE JOJ ,,SONTeA 
pus souoydive yyy Peulye[O,, peywusjsop 
3013930} poyiodwiy uumyjoo uy JueuZpnf bl6T 
SOTPBI SNOPIVA 8}0R} PUB UOSPeP 03 peyory ‘g qolreyy 
sopesuy soy | JO 4uomle}Ejs pooldy | -78 o[Npeyos uo pojsyT ONnjVAa pejyonsjsuo0H | §-ZIg00-Z-ZZ | "d10D Zulpell VY PV *¢ ‘pi0g THI /PLa 


aSIGNVHOUIN NOISIOga 


anv GHOATVA dO LIND NOILLVOTVA ‘ON JALLNIVId iO ALVG UuaaqWon 
AULNA 10 LUod 40 Ssisvad LY009 7 apaar NOISIOga 


suorsiaq] tuauaswasdqvay patIvMsqy 
SIIOMSGYT 
JNO“) SUJORSTI’) 
SOJEIS pou) 24} Jo SUOTSTIDIG 


F 
F 
B 


poomA;d esouvder 
STIGOW 


poomAid esousder 
( (3010) 
puvyi0g) MoyaZu0'T 


poomA|d esouvdeur 
OospuBly UBg 


poomAid osousdes 
uens ug 


joredds 

Suprvem 1030 
pus Ssi1;Y8 S,ud;T 
oospuvig uBg 


joredde 

Suyrv98m J0T30 
pue si] Ys 8,u0y 
oospuely UBg 


(eTpeyos pres 

uo UMOYS S9]9T}18) 
SOJPCl 1OWS]SUBIL, 
0380149 


soTper 
PUB S104 J0002 08104g 
410X MON 


(226 
‘a'v'O) ‘I 19 °0D 
y ‘sOlg 7239p “A ‘S'D 


(226 
“a'V'O) ‘TS 18 “0D 
y ‘“SOIg 239 ‘A “S8'N 


(126 
‘a'v'O) ‘8 49 0D 
7p ‘SCIg 239H “A “S'D 


(126 
‘a’v'o) ‘1s 40 09 
7p "SOIG 239 ‘A ‘s'n 


(ZLL1T °C") 
tgp ‘A ‘oUl ‘HO0IQx” 


(@LL11 a") 
‘S'H ‘A “OUT ‘OoIQxT 


s10By 
JO JuoUIE}eIs Poolsy 


$708} 
JO yuemeye}s poolsy 


P2788 JON 


p27878 JON 


P2783 JON 


P0788 JON 


p248}s 10N 


pez838 JON 


queurspnf{ pus uojspep 
0} poyourzs ..4,, on 
-peyos uo peyworpul SV 


(oL/sessee Dus OL 
/60Z622 8931309) Youe OSs 
(02 
/LELZ8T £1309) Yowa 0S"Z$ 


peyoed you ‘%%z 
Sse] onyeA = pasywd 
-dv JON :onjea 410dxq 


poyoud you ‘%%z 
Sse] ON[VA posjead 
-dv JON ‘on[ea 410dxq 


poyoud you ‘YK, 
Sse ON[VA posTead 
-dv JON :onjea 410dxq 


poeyoed you ‘Y%%, 
Sse] ON[VA posfeid 
-dv JON :onjea 410dxq 


eoyid 4yun 
peojoauy sonyea 410dxq 


«X>, POFIVUL SUIOF] 
ey} JO uops0od poze 


-oid 8 snid seojid yun 
Poojoauy :on[ea 410dxq 


ON{GA pepyons}sU0D 


en[ea pr7}0n14su0g 


"030 
‘PhIet/19u 


"00 
“‘cecel/6cu 


"930 
‘oesel/6cu 


"010 
‘018/194 


“a0 
“SZ910-II-TL 


“oul “09 
yy weysuyuUND ‘Gd *N 


“18 30 
“uy “OO Buypery, 
BIyeUINg OsUIOg 


‘18 yo Ausd 


“WO Woug “unm *f 


Hentv “Wf 


‘18 
49 “ouy ‘yooiqxy 


*ouy ‘qooIqx 7 


‘oul 
‘oysop nsyeueusy 


"18390 di09 
SujpesL xes0ury 


PL61 
‘g yoreyy 
"fou 


bOI 
‘9 qoreyy 
“fou 


PL6I 
‘9 yoreyy 
"co" 


PLOT 
‘9 yore 
“fou 


PLOT 
‘g yoreyy 
*¢ ‘UOS}B A 


F161 
‘g yoreyy 
“¢ ‘use 


vL6I 
‘g qoleyy 
“rf ‘piog 


vL6I 
“¢ qozeyy 
“f ‘paod 


OST/bL4 


6PI/PLE 


SPI/FLU 


LYU/PLa 


OFT/FLa 


Srl /eLa 





& 
P 
a 
E 
B 


pooasid osoundes 
(3010 
‘puvy}0g) MepaZu07T 


poomsid eseusdes 
o10UT HIS 


poomsid osousdes 
FOULS 


poom4)d esouvder 
030} uvg 


poom 4|d esousder 
u0js0g 


yoredde Sujivom 
10470 PUB S7I;YS S, NEY 
oospuBlg uBg 


poom4s|d eseusder 
ode}q usg 


poo 4|d esousder 
("8010) pueiqi04g 


GSIGNVHOUIN 
anv 
AULNG JO LYOd 


(126 "A V"D) ‘T8 98 0D 
3 ‘solg 277° “A ‘S’D 


(226 °C" V"0) “Te 99°09 
yy ‘sOlg 739 ‘A ‘SD 


(226 *"V"O) 183200 
y ‘SOIg 710 “A ‘SN 


(226 ""V"O) “18 98°90 
7? “sOlg 239 °4 ‘S°D 


(226 °° V"O) “1838 °9D 
y ‘solg 7329H “A ‘S'N 


(ZLL11 °C") 
"S'O °A “OUT ‘qooIQzy 


(226 “Cl V"O) “18 98 °°D 
P “soig 219H “4 ‘"S'D 


(426°C V"D) “183° 
0D P *s0Ig 77°F *4°S'D 


pezeys JON 


p078}S ION 


po78}s JON 


peqeis 10N 


peq838 30N 


pe783s JON 


0783s JON 


PSOFSIS JON 


GOATVA dO LINO 


poqoud you ‘%%2L 
Sse] on[eA pesfeid 
-de JON conjea 410dxq 


poyoed you ‘%%L 
Sst ONTeA posed 
-de JON ‘onjea yuodxq 


poxyoed you ‘4% 
ssey enjeA pesfeid 
-de JON :onfea yJ0dxqy 


poyoed you ‘%%z 
$80] en[eA posfeid 
-de JON conjea yi0dxq 


poxoed you 
‘YM L ssojenyea pespaid 
-d8 JN :onjea yi0dxq 


«X», Pye 
SUle}] JO uOTII0d poze 
-o1d 8 snjd seoyid 4yun 
poojoauy senjea 410dxqy 


poyqoud you ‘%%z 

SS0[ ONTBA pesyeid 
-de oN :enjea yodx7 

pexoed you 

%KL S89] onjwa pospeid 
-de oN ‘enjea 10dxq 


NOILVOTVA 
fO sisva 


“O40 
“TS89T/6ca 


“10 
“cosel/sou 


“070 
‘OZ8L1/19N 


“040 
‘9820/89% 


"040 
*1868T/09u 


240 


‘18 30 
"0D F Tory ‘suBy 


‘18 yo “oul “pyy jo 


0D P MOIpTY *D “Cd 


[8 2 "0D 
ese1oQoIg Of1e0Ty 


"18 30 “uy Ye) 
7 PIGINH moyeg 


“18 90 “DIT 
“OO # Tory ‘SURV 


*18 99 “ouy ‘sjuueg *g 


*[8 40 “ouy 
“OD 2 W8AZ “H 


*d109 poomsig 
$0983g PezUp 


JAILNIVId 


vLBI 
‘8 qorByy 
‘fou 


vLBI 
‘g qoreyy 
Ms ‘ey 


vl6I 
‘8 qoreyy 
‘f Cu 


PL61 
‘L Wore 
*s ‘ou 


v1 
‘Lore 
“fou 


PL6I 
*L qoreyy 
*f ‘W08}B MA 


bL6I 
‘9 yore 
“cou 
PLO 
‘9 qoreyy 


NOIsiIoOga 
iO ZLVG 
7 apbaor 


SoT/PlLa 


2St/PLa 


ISt/PLa 


UAaGnWon 
NOISIOaa 





CUSTOMS COURT 


a 


poomAd esousder 
oospuBly ueg 


poomA}d sounder 
woysnoyy] 


poomA|d osousder 
(edure,L) Bjooesueg 


poomAjd esouvder 


eiudeperiggd | » ‘soig Zep ‘A ‘sD | 


(226 °° VO) “18 98 °0D 
y ‘soIg 210 ‘A ‘s’D 


7 ‘SOI 719H “A ‘S'D 


(126 °C°'V"O) ‘Te 18°00 
y ‘soIg 710 “A “S'D 
i 


(126 “A V"D) “TB 39°09 


(126 °A"°'V"O) "18 98 “0D 


poreis JON 


pe}eis JON 


poyeis JON 


poets JON 


poxoed you ‘Y%%, 
Sse] enfeA pesyeid “oo 
-de 4oN :onyea yiodxg | ‘zegsz/scu 


peqoed you ‘%%z 
sso] enyeA pesreid “070 
-dve 1@N :onjea y0dxq ‘ScOST/SCHt 


payoed you ‘%%41 
sso] onyeaA posed 
-<de JON ‘onjea y10dxq 


*poqoud you ‘%%1 
ssat enTeA posted 


| -de Jon sonfea qlodxq 





‘oul ‘seprjsnp 
“Ul OFBSOPY POOM 


"09 ston 
“polg poo 9gpeg 


“ouy 
“OO » ‘sOIg 270) 


“OUT “OD wp WIEN *f 


T9T/F24 


6ST/FL 





CUSTOMS COURT 


Judgments of the United States Customs Court 
In Appealed Cases 


Marcu 4, 1974 


Apprat 5518.—Authentic Furniture Products, Inc. v. United States.— 
Bunk Berns, UNAssEMBLED—Parts oF FURNITURE—F URNITURE— 
TSUS.—C.D. 4362 affirmed November 15, 1973. C.A.D. 1109. 

Marcu 6, 1974 

Apprat 5484.—Bushnell International, Inc. v. United States.— 
Brnocunars AND Parts, REAPPRAISEMENT OF—BuyINe ComMIs- 
ston.—A.R.D. 297 reversed June 7, 1973. C.A.D. 1104, rehearing 
denied October 25, 1973. 





Tariff Commission Notices 


Investigations by the United States Tariff Commission 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Treasury, March 15,1974. 
The appended notices relating to investigations by the United States 
Tariff Commission are published for the information of Customs Of- 
ficers and others concerned. 


Vernon D. Acrez, 
Commissioner of Customs. 


[TEA-W-229] 


WorKERS’ PETITION FOR A DETERMINATION UnperR Section 301(c)(2) oF THE 
TRADE Expansion Act or 1962 


Notice of investigation 


On the basis of a petition filed under section 301 (a) (2) of the Trade 
Expansion Act of 1962, on behalf of the former workers of the Dolly 
Novelty Shoe Co., Inc., Clifton, New Jersey, the United States Tariff 
Commission, on March 5, 1974, instituted an investigation under sec- 
tion 301(c) (2) of the Act to determine whether, as a result in major 
part of concessions granted under trade agreements, articles like or 
directly competitive with slippers (of the types provided for in items 
700.35, 700.43, 700.55, 700.70 and 700.80 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States) produced by said firm are being imported into the 
United States in such increased quantities as to cause, or threaten to 
cause, the unemployment or underemployment of a significant number 
or proportion of the workers of such firm or an appropriate subdivi- 
sion thereof. 

The optional public hearing afforded by law has not been requested 
by the petitioners. Any other party showing a proper interest in the 
subject matter of the investigation may request a hearing, provided 
such a request is filed within 10 days after the notice is published in 
the Federal Register. 

The petition filed in this case is available for inspection at the Office 
of the Secretary, United States Tariff Commission, 8th and E Streets, 
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N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the New York City office of the 
Tariff Commission located in Room 437 of the Courthouse. 
By order of the Commission. 
Kennetu R. Mason, 


Secretary. 
Issued March 6, 1974. 


(TEA-W-230] 


Workers’ PETITION ror A DETERMINATION UNDER SECTION 301(Cc) (2) of THE TRADE 
EXPANSION Act oF 1962 


Notice of investigation 


On the basis of a petition filed under section 301 (a) (2) of the Trade 
Expansion Act of 1962, on behalf of the former workers of the Fram- 
ingham, Mass., plant of the Roxbury Carpet Co., Chattanooga, Tenn., 
formerly a subsidiary of Carson, Pirie Scott & Co., Chicago, IIl., the 
United States Tariff Commission, on March 8, 1974, instituted an 
investigation under 301(c) (2) of the Act to determine whether, as a 
result in major part of concessions granted under trade agreements, 
articles like or directly competitive with woven velvet carpets (of the 
types provided for in item 360.46 of the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States) produced by said firm are being imported into the United 
States in such increased quantities as to cause, or threaten to cause, the 
unemployment or underemployment of a significant number or pro- 
portion of the workers of such firm or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof. 

The optional public hearing afforded by law has not been requested 
by the petitioners. Any other party showing a proper interest in the 
subject matter of the investigation may request a hearing, provided 
such request is filed within 10 days after the notice is published in 
the Federal Register. 

The petition filed in this case is available for inspection at the 
Office of the Secretary, United States Tariff Commission, 8th and E 
Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the New York City office of 
the Tariff Commission located in Room 437 of the Customhouse. 

By order of the Commission. 

Kennetu R. Mason, 


Secretary. 
Issued March 12, 1974. 
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[TEA-W-231] 


WorRKERS’ PETITION FOR A DETERMINATION UNDER SECTION 301(c)(2) OF THE 
TRADE EXPANSION Act oF 1962 


Notice of investigation 


On the basis of a petition filed under section 301 (a) (2) of the Trade 
Expansion Act of 1962, on behalf of the former workers of Sun-Cal 
Footwear, Inc., Gardena, California, a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Lehigh Moccasin Corp., a wholly owned subsidiary of Lehigh Valley 
Industries, Inc., New York, New York, the United States Tariff Com- 
mission, on March 11, 1974, instituted an investigation under section 
301(c) (2) of the Act to determine whether, as a result in major part 
of concessions granted under trade agreements, articles like or directly 
competitive with footwear for women (of the types provided for in 
items 700.45 and 700.55 of the Tariff Schedules of the United States) 
produced by said firm are being imported into the United States in 
such increased quantities as to cause, or threaten to cause, the unem- 
ployment or underemployment of a significant number or proportion 
of the workers of such firm or an appropriate subdivision thereof. 

The optional public hearing afforded by law has not been requested 
by the petitioners. Any other party showing a proper interest in the 
subject matter of the investigation may request a hearing, provided 
such request is filed within 10 days after the notice is published in the 
Federal Register. 

The petition filed in this case is available for inspection at the Office 
of the Secretary, United States Tariff Commission, 8th and E Streets, 
N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the New York City office of the Tariff 
Commission located in Room 437 of the Customhouse. 

By order of the Commission. 


Kennetu R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


Issued March 12, 1974. 


(332-70) 


Pusiic NoTice OF OPENING OF HEARINGS ON DrArr CONVERSION OF THE TARIFF 
SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES INTO THE FORMAT OF THE BRUSSELS TARIFF 
NOMENCLATURE 
The United States Tariff Commission hereby gives notice that on 

April 8, 1974, public hearings will open on the draft of the Tariff 

Schedules of the United States (TSUS) converted into the format 

of the Brussels Tariff Nomenclature (BTN) which is being prepared 
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by the Commission pursuant to a request dated July 6, 1972, by the 
President, under authority of section 332(g) of the Tariff Act of 
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1382(g)), (37 F.R. 16139; 38 F.R. 26777). These 
hearings will be principally for the purpose of receiving the views and 
comments of interested persons with respect to the draft schedules, 
including views regarding the probable effect upon domestic industries 
concerned of incidental changes in rates of duty. 

To conform with the BTN, the converted schedules will be com- 
prised of 21 sections, 99 chapters and approximately 1100 headings. 
An additional chapter, i.e., chapter 100, will be devoted to special 
classification provisions now found in schedule 8 of the TSUS. An ap- 
pendix will be devoted to the additional and temporary classification 
provisions now found in the appendix to the Tariff Schedules. 


Time, Place, and Subject Matter of First Public Hearing 


The hearings will begin on April 8, 1974, in the Hearing Room of 
the U.S. Tariff Commission Building, 8th and E Sts. N.W., Washing- 
ton, D.C. at 10 a.m. EDT, with a consideration of draft section [IX 
(chapters 44-46) and X (chapters 47-49) of the converted schedules 
relating to Wood and Articles of Wood (chapter 44); Cork and 
Articles of Cork (chapter 45) ; Manufactures of Straw, of Esparto and 
of Other Plaiting Materials; Basketware and Wickerwork (chapter 
46); Papermaking Material (chapter 47); Paper and Paperboard 
and Articles Thereof (chapter 48) ; Printed Books, Newspapers, Pic- 
tures and Other Products of the Printing Industry; Manuscripts, 
Typescripts and Plans (chapter 49). 


Purpose of Commission’s Study 


In his letter of July 6, 1972, the President requested the Commis- 
sion to prepare a draft revision of the TSUS which would conform 
with the BTN, and to submit to him, with the converted schedules, 
a report on the probable effects of their adoption on U.S. industries 
and trade. 


Inspection of Draft Converted Schedules and Related Documents 


As portions of the converted schedules are released, copies thereof 
will be made available for public inspection at the offices of the Com- 
mission in Washington, D.C., and New York, N.Y.; at all field offices 
of the Department of Commerce, and at the offices of Regional and 
District Directors of Customs. The locations of these offices are listed 
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at the end of this notice. The Commission will also send copies to trade 
and other commercial associations whose members are known by the 
Commission to be interested. 

The supply of the converted schedules is necessarily limited and 
interested parties are urged to refrain from requesting personal copies 
of these documents and to utilize, wherever practicable, the copies on 
file in the aforementioned offices and associations. However, if these 
copies are not readily accessible to an interested party, an effort will 
be made to furnish appropriate excerpts, upon receipt of a request 
therefor, specifically identifying the particular product of interest. 


Written Statements and Public Hearings 


Information and views may be submitted either in writing or by 
oral testimony at the public hearings, or both. In order to permit, 
within the limited time and resources available, all interested parties 
to present information and views on the draft schedules in an orderly 
manner and with the least possible inconvenience to all concerned, 
the Commission has established the following procedure for submis- 
sion of written statements and the conduct of hearings: 


1. Written statements in lieu of appearance at hearings.—Inter- 
ested parties may present information and views in writing in lieu of 
appearances at the hearing. Such statements will be given the same 


consideration as oral testimony. An original and 19 copies of written 
statements must be submitted. Each such statement should be submit- 
ted as early as possible, and, in order to assure due consideration, must 
be submitted not later than 30 days following the beginning of the 
hearings on the schedule to which the statement relates. 


2. Scope of written statements and oral testimony.—W ritten state- 
ments and oral testimony must be limited to matters pertinent to the 
accomplishment of the purposes of this study. The submissions should 
be directed towards whether the draft conversion carries out the 
President’s direction that the Commission— 


(a) should avoid, to the extent practicable and consonant with 
sound nomenclature principles, changes in rates of duty on individ- 
ual products ; 

(b) should simplify the tariff structure to the extent that can 
be accomplished without rate changes significant for U.S. industry 
or trade; 

(c) should, where feasible, convert existing specific and com- 
pound rates of duty to equivalent, or approximately equivalent, ad 
valorem rates of duty. 
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Submissions aimed primarily at seeking increases or reductions in 
existing tariff rates are not relevant and will not be entertained by 
the Commission. 

3. Appearance at public hearings.—The following information 
and instructions should be carefully noted by any interested party in- 
tending to appear at the public hearings: 

(a) Request to appear at the hearings on sections [IX and X of the 
converted schedules must be filed in writing with the Secretary of the 
Commission not later than April 1, 1974. Any such request must in- 
clude: 


(1) The section, chapter, legal note or heading on which testimony 
will be presented, together with a description of the article or articles 
to which the testimony will relate. 

(2) The name and represented organization of any witness who 
will testify, and the name, address, telephone number, and organiza- 
tion of the person filing the request. 

(3) A brief indication of the position to be taken concerning any 
incidental changes in rates of duty which may be involved. 

(4) A careful estimate of the time desired for presentation of oral 
testimony by all witnesses for whom the request is filed. 


Nore.—The Commission reserves the right to set the time within 
which a witness must complete his statement. In this connection, ex- 
perience in previous extensive hearings shows that, in most cases, es- 
sential information can be effectively presented orally in a period of 
from 15 to 30 minutes. Because of the limited time available, parties 
desiring an allowance of time in excess of such an amount should set 
forth the special circumstances which they believe support a grant of 
additional time. Witnesses may supplement oral testimony with 
written statements of any length. 


(b) The Secretary of the Commission should be promptly notified 
of any changes in a request for appearance as originally filed. 

(c) It is suggested that parties who have a common interest in one 
or more of the provisions of the schedules endeavor to arrange a con- 
solidated presentation of information and views. 


4. Conduct of hearings.— 


(a) Parties who have properly entered an appearance by April 1, 
1974, as indicated under paragraph 3 above, will be individually noti- 
fied of the date on which they are scheduled to appear. Such notice will 
be sent as soon as possible after April 1, 1974 (the closing date for re- 
quests to appear). Any person who fails to receive such notification by 
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April 4, 1974 should immediately communicate with the office of the 
Secretary of the Commission. 

(b) Questioning of witnesses will be limited to members of the 
Commission and of the Commission’s staff. 

5. Communications to be addressed to Secretary.—All communica- 
tions regarding these public hearings, including requests to appear 
at these hearings, should be addressed to the Secretary, United States 
Tariff Commission, Washington, D.C. 20436. 


Publication of Remaining Draft Converted Tariff Schedules 


From time to time the remaining draft tariff schedules will be re- 
leased and public hearings thereon scheduled as and when they are 
completed. Appropriate supplementary public notices regarding 
scheduling of hearings will be issued. 


Location of Customs and Commerce Field Offices 
Location of U.S. Customs Service and Department of Commerce 
field offices at which copies of the Tariff Commission’s draft converted 


schedules may be inspected : 


CUSTOMS SERVICE 


Baltimore, MD 
Boston, MA 
Bridgeport, CT 
Buffalo, NY 
Champlain, NY 
Charleston, SC 
Charlotte 
Amalie, VI 
Chicago, IL 
Cleveland, OH 
Detroit, MI 
Duluth, MN 
El Paso, TX 
Galveston, TX 
Great Falls, MT 
Honolulu, HI 
Houston, TX 
Indianapolis, IN 


Laredo, TX 
Los Angeles, CA 
Miami, FL 
Milwaukee, WI 
Minneapolis, 
MN 
Mobile, AL 
Newark, NJ 
New Orleans, 
LA 
New York, NY 
Nogales, AZ 
Norfolk, VA 
Ogdensburg, NY 
Pembina, ND 
Philadelphia, 
PA 


Port Arthur, 
TX 
Portland, ME 
Portland, OR 
Providence, RI 
Rochester, NY 
San Diego, CA 
San Francisco, 
CA 
San Juan, PR 
Savannah, GA 
Seattle, WA 
St. Albans, VT 
St. Louis, MO 
Tampa, FL 
Washington, DC 
Wilmington, NC 
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Alburquerque, NM Des Moines, [A New Orleans, LA 
Anchorage, AK Detroit, MI New York, NY 
Atlanta, GA Greensboro, NC Philadelphia, PA 
Baltimore, MD Hartford, CT Phoenix, AZ 
Birmingham, AL Honolulu, HI Pittsburgh, PA 
Boston, MA Houston, TX Portland, OR 
Buffalo, NY Jacksonville, FL Reno, NV 
Charleston, SC Kansas City, MO Richmond, VA 
Charleston, WV Los Angeles, CA St. Louis, MO 
Cheyenne, WY Memphis, TN Salt Lake City, UT 
Chicago, IL Miami, FL San Francisco, CA 
Cincinnati, OH Milwaukee, WI San Juan, PR 
Cleveland, OH Minneapolis, MN Savannah, GA 
Dallas, TX Newark, NJ Seattle, WA 
Denver, CO 


By order of the Commission : 
Kennetu R. Mason, 


Secretary. 
Issued March 8, 1974. 


[337-L-59] 
SNIPS AND Scissors 
Notice of dismissal of preliminary inquiry 


On March 13, 1974, the U.S. Tariff Commission (Commissioner 
Leonard dissenting; Commissioner Young not participating) dis- 
missed, without prejudice, preliminary inquiry No. 337-L-59, Snips 
and Scissors, due to the apparent absence of significant imports of the 
subject snips and scissors. The preliminary inquiry was instituted on 
the basis of a complaint filed with the Commission on February 20, 
1973, by J. Wiss & Sons Company, Newark, New Jersey, alleging un- 
fair methods of competition and unfair acts in the importation and/or 
sale of snips and scissors in the United States in violation of section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930. Notice of the Commission’s receipt of 
complaint and institution of the preliminary inquiry was published 
in the Federal Register on March 9, 1973 (38 F.R. 6449). 

By order of the Commission : 


Kennetn R. Mason, 
Secretary. 


Issued March 14, 1974. 
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[887-L-71] 
CerTAIN Eye TresTiIng INSTRUMENTS INCORPORATING REFRACTIVE PRINCIPLES 


Notice of complaint received 


The United States Tariff Commission hereby gives notice of the 
receipt on February 20, 1974, of a complaint under section 337 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1337), filed by American Optical 
Corporation, of Southbridge Massachusetts, alleging unfair methods 
of competition and unfair acts in the importation and sale of certain 
eye testing instruments incorporating refractive principles which are 
embraced within claim 8 of U.S. Patent No. 2,923,200 owned by the 
complainant. Topcon Instrument Company of America, Inc., 170 5th 
Avenue, New York, New York has been named as either importing or 
offering for sale the subject product. 

In accordance with the provisions of section 203.3 of its Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R. 203.3), the Commission has 
initiated a preliminary inquiry into the issues raised in the complaint 
for the purpose of determining whether there is good and sufficient 
reason for a full investigation, and if so whether the Commission 
should recommend to the President the issuance of a temporary exclu- 
sion from entry under section 337 (f) of the Tariff Act. 

A copy of the complaint is available for public inspection at the 
Office of the Secretary, United States Tariff Commission, 8th and E 
Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C., and at the New York office of the 
Tariff Commission located in Room 437 of the Customhouse. 

Information submitted by interested persons which is pertinent to 
the aforementioned preliminary inquiry will be considered by the Com- 
mission if it is received not later than April 26, 1974. Extensions of 
time for submitting information will not be granted unless good and 
sufficient cause is shown thereon. Such information should be sent to 
the Secretary, United States Tariff Commission, 8th and E Streets, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20436. A signed original and nineteen (19) 
true copies of each document must be filed. 

By order of the Commission : 

Kennetu R. Mason, 


Secretary. 
Issued March 14, 1974. 
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PETITION OF CAPITOL FoorwreaR Corp. FOR A DETERMINATION UNDER SECTION 
301(c) (1) or THE TRADE ExpANnsION Act oF 1962 


(TEA-F-61] 


Notice of investigation and hearing 


On a basis of a petition filed under section 301(a) (2) of the Trade 
Expansion Act of 1962 on behalf of the Capitol Footwear Corp., 
Worcester, Massachusetts, the United States Tariff Commission, on 
March 14, 1974, instituted an investigation under section 301(c) (1) of 
the said Act to determine whether, as a result in major part of con- 
cessions granted under trade agreements, articles like or directly 
competitive with footwear for men (of the types provided for in items 
700.35 and 700.55 of the Tariff Schedules of the United States) pro- 
duced by the aforementioned firm, are being imported into the United 
States in such increased quantities as to cause, or threaten to cause, 
serious injury to such firm. 

A public hearing in connection with this investigation will be held 
beginning at 10:00 a.m., E.D.T., on April 11, 1974, in the Hearing 
Room, U.S. Tariff Commission Building, 8th and E Streets, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. Requests for appearances at the hearing should be 
received by the Secretary of the Tariff Commission, in writing, at his 


office in Washington, D.C. 20436, not later than noon, Friday, April 5, 
1974. 

The petition filed in this case is available for inspection at the Office 
of the Secretary, United States Tariff Commission, 8th and E Streets, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20436, and at the New York City office of the 
Tariff Commission located in Room 437 of the Customhouse. 

By order of the Commission : 


Kennetu R. Mason, 


Secretary. 
Issued March 15, 1974. 





Index 
US. Customs Service 


Abstracts of Custom Service decisions : 
Tariff Classification : 
Adhesives, dentures. Webbs, wadding, batting, and nonwoven T.D. No. 


Aluminum, articles of. Air mover. 

Animal substances, crude, nspf, Ostrich egg shells_.._...__ 

Blister pack cards. Printed matter, textual and pictorial_._ 74-98(21) 

Benzenoid drugs. Hydrallazine hydrochloride. 1-hydrazine 
phthalazine hydraochloride. Phloropropoiphenone. 2,4,6- 
Trihydroxy-propiophenone 

Benzenoid drugs. Pethidine hydrochloride 

Benzenoid drugs. 2,3,5,6-tetrahydro-6-phenylimidaza-(2,1-b)- 


Benzenoid plastics materials. Polyethersulphone 
Benzenoid products. Orthonitrochlorobenzene. 
Bolts and nuts, of iron or steel. Structural bolts. Identifica- 

tion grade marking requirements which must be met for a 

fastener to be treated as a bolt for tariff purposes 
Books, nspf. Catalogues 74-98 (10) 
Carbon fibers. Fabrics of textile materials__._._..._._._...____-- 74-98 (17) 
Cards, blister pack. Printed matter, textual and pictorial____ 74-98(21) 
Catalogues, Books, nspf 
Cedar “lily pads,” cedar rounds, woods articles 
Christmas tree ornaments of plastics. Garland 74-98 (11) 
Citrus juice. Lime juice 74-98 (12) 
Coated fabrics. Fabrics of textile materials___._.____.__..____ 74-98 (18) 
Construction of. Wearing apparel 
Corn distillers’ grains. Distillers’ grains____.___.__-____-_---__ 74-98 (14) 
Dairy products. Heat treated milk 74-98 (13) 
Denture adhesives. Webs, wadding, batting, and nonwoven 

74-98 (30) 

Distillers’ grains. Corn distillers’ grains_._.._..._.....-__---- 74-98 (14) 
Edible preparations. Strawberry base for yogurt 74-98 (15) 
Egg shells, ostrich. Animal substances, crude, nspf 74-98 (1) 
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Abstracts of Customs Service decisions—Continued 
Tariff Classification—Continued 

Esters of monohydric alcohols. 0,0-dimethylthoiphosphoryl 

chloride. 0,0-dimethyl-phosphoro-chlorido-thoinate. 0,0-di- 

ethyl thoiphosphoryl chloride. 0,0-diethyl-phosphoro-chlo- -D. No. 

rido-thoinate 74-98 (16) 
Fabrics of textile materials. Carbon fibers 74-98 (17) 
Fabrics of textile materials. Coated fabrics 74-98 (18) 
Fish. Whiting. 74-98 (19) 
Garland. Christmas tree ornaments of plastics 74-98 (11) 
Grains, distillers’. Corn distillers’ grains 74-98 (14) 
Hydralizaine hydrochloride. 1-hydrazine phthalazine hydro- 

chloride. Phloropropiophenone. 2,4,6-Trihydroxy-propiophe- 

none. Benzenoid drugs. 
Injection molding machine, horizontal-type. Shoe machinery. 74-98(22) 
Juice, citrus. Lime juice 74-98 (12) 
Label. Trademark. Ornamentation. Wearing apparel 74-98 (27) 
“Lily pads”, wood articles. Cedar rounds___-_----------~-- 74-98 (32) 
Lime juice. Citrus juice 74-98 (12) 
Log homes, parts of. Articles nspf, of wood. Spruce logs 74-98 (2) 
Machine, horizontal-type injection molding. Shoe machinery. 74-98(22) 
Man-made, needle-punched, fiber, coated or filled fabric. Webs 

wadding, batting, and nonwoven fabrics___.__.._.------_- 74-98 (31) 
Men’s shirts. Wearing apparel of textile materials___.____-- 74-98 (26) 
Milk, heat treated. Dairy products_._.............___..-_. 74-98 (13) 
Needle-punched, man-made fiber, coated or filled fabric. Webs, 

wadding, batting, and nonwoven fabrics___.________-__-__ 74-98 (31) 
Nonwoven fabrics, webs, wadding, batting, and. Needle- 

punched, man-made fiber, coated or filled fabric 74-98 (31) 
Nonwoven fabrics, webs, wadding, batting, and. Denture ad- 

hesives 74-98 (30) 
Nozzles. Valves 
Nuts and bolts, or iron steel. Structural bolts. Identification 

grade marking requirements which must be met for a fas- 

tener to be treated as a bolt for tariff purposes___.__..___ 74-98 (9) 
Ornamentation. Label, Trademark, Wearing apparel 74-98 (27) 
Ornamentation. Textile overlay. Wearing apparel 74-98 (29) 
Ornamentation. Textile ornaments. Wearing apparel 74-98 (28) 
Ornaments, of plastics, Christmas tree. Garland 74-98(11) 
Orthonitrochlorobenzene. Benzenoid products 74-98 (8) 
Ostrich egg shells. Animal substances, crude, nspf. 74-98 (1) 
Pethidone hydrochloride. Benzenoid drugs___...____._.__.______ 74-98 (5) 
Phloropropoiphenone. 2,4,6-Trihydroxy-propiophenone. Ben- 

zenoid drugs. Hydrallazine hydrochloride. 1-hydrazine 

phthalazine hydrochloride 74-98 (4) 
Picolines. Other aldehydes. Other cyclic organic chemical 

products having a benzenoid, quinoid, or modified benzenoid 

structure. Other nitrogenois compounds containing a tria- 

zine ring. Beta-picoline. 3-methyl pyridine. Betamethyl- 

mercapto-propionie aldehyde. Thioaldehyde, MMP. 3-cyano 

pyridine. Nicotinic nitril. Bis (2-ethylamino-4-diethylamino- 

triazin-6YL) disulfide 
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Abstracts of Customs Service decisions—Continued 


Tariff Classification—Continued T.D. No. 
Pictorial and textual, printed matter. Blister pack cards 74-98 (21) 
Plastics materials, benzenoid. Polyethersulphone 
Polyethersulphone. Benzenoid plastics materials 
Printed matter, textual and pictorial. Blister pack cards._...__74-98(21) 
Shoe machinery. Horizontal-type injection molding machine_. 74—-98(22) 
Spinning costs. Component fiber of chief value. Wearing 

apparel 74-98 (24) 
Spruce logs. Articles nspf, of wood. Parts of log homes. 74-98 (2) 
Strawberry base for yogurt. Edible preparations 74-98 (15) 
Structural bolts. Bolts and nuts, iron or steel. Identification 

grade marking requirements which must be met for a fas- 

tener to be treated as a bolt for tariff purposes. 

Substances, animal, crude, nspf. Ostrich eggshells 74-98 (1) 
2,3,5,6-tetrahydro-6-phenylimidaza-(2, 1-b)-thiazol. Benezoid 
74-98 (6) 

Textile materials, fabrics of. Carbon fibers. 74-98 (17) 
Textile materials, fabrics of. Coated fabrics 74-98 (18) 
Textile materials, wearing apparel. Men’s shirts 74-98 (26) 
Textile ornaments. Wearing apparel. Ornamentation 74-98 (28) 
Textile overlay. Wearing apparel. Ornamentation 
Textual and pictorial, printed matter. Blister pack cards__._ 74-98(21) 
Trademark, Wearing apparel. Ornamentation. Label 74-98 (27) 
Valves. Nozzles 
Wearing apparel. Construction of 74-98 (25) 
Wearing apparel. Component fiber of chief value. Spinning 

74-98 (24) 

74-98 (27) 

74-98 (28) 
Wearing apparel. Ornamentation. Textile overlay 
Wearing apparel of textile materials. Men’s shirts 74-98 (26) 
Webs, wadding, batting, and nonwoven fabrics. Denture 

adhesives 74-98 (30) 
Webs, wadding, batting, and nonwoven fabrics. Needle- 

punched, man-made fiber, coated or filled fabric 74-98 (31) 
Whiting. Fish 
Wood articles. Cedar “lily pads.” Cedar rounds 74-98 (32) 
Wood, articles of, nspf. Spruce logs. Parts of log homes 74-98 (2) 

Customs Regulations amended : 

Arrival and entry of United States government vessels, exemption 
for certain vessels from requirement to report arrival or make 
entry; sec. 4.5(a) 

Containerized and palletized cargo, use of qualifying words pertain- 
ing to load and count information on cargo manifests permitted ; 
SI i isi inhi ciara atshlac aaa 

Customs field organization, listing of regional directors, Security and 
Audit, and addresses; sec. 1.4a 

Ketchikan, Alaska, port of entry in Anchorage, Alaska, Customs dis- 
trict (Reg. VIII), limits extended ; sec. 1.2(c) 

Supplies and equipment for aircraft, Jordan added to list of countries 
qualified for free withdrawal ; sec. 10.59(f) 
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Foreign currencies : 
Daily rates: 
Hong Kong dollar: TD. No. 
February 25 through March 1, 1974 74-105 
March 4 through 8, 1974 74-106 
Iran rial: 
February 25 through March 1, 1974 74-105 
March 4 through 8, 1974 74-106 
Philippine peso: 
February 25 through March 1, 1974 74-105 
March 4 through 8, 1974 74-106 
Singapore dollar : 
February 25 through March 1, 1974 74-105 
March 4 through 8, 1974 74-106 
Thailand baht (tical) : 
February 25 through March 1, 1974 
March 4 through 8, 1974 
Rates which varied by 5 per centum or more from the quarterly rates 
published in T.D. 74-40 for the Italy lira and Switzerland franc 
during the period March 4 through 8, 1974 


Importation of dairy products, amendment to Part 3, Appendix to the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States; Pres. Proc. 4274 


Shoes with rubber soles, certain, classification; decision in C.A.D. 1112, 


Protest Review Decisions 


Mold used in production of small, clear plastic boxes with hinged lids; 
method of appraisement ; Protest No. 30042001504; entry No. 121567____ 


Stainless steel pigs, certain ; classification ; Protest No. 09012000763 ; various 
UE IN i aici iene iecag ini ictpnas tla terest elas palama a leat 
Wearing apparel assembled in Mexico from components fabricated in United 
States ; constructed value; Protest No. 25012001056; various entry nos__-_ 


Customs Court 


Judgment in appealed cases (p. 62) ; appeals: 
5484—Binoculars and parts, reappraisement of; buying commission. 
5518—Bunk beds, unassembled ; parts of furniture ; furniture; TSUS. 
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Reappraisement decision : 
Issue: 

Export value—sales at manufacturer’s level—evidence—Where the 
plaintiff contended that the proper export value of the merchandise 
was $115, United States dollars, per thousand square feet, f.o.b. Japan- 
ese port, but an accurate conversion of the Japanese yen contract price 
showed the claimed figure to be $119.35, the court held that the 
evidence adduced did not comport with the statutory requirements for 
an export value basis as defined in 19 U.S.C.A., sec. 140la(b) at the 
price at which the merchandise was initially sold by the manufacturer. 
C.D. 4501 

Merchandise : ° 

Plywood, C.D. 4501 


Tariff Commission Notices 


Eye testing instruments incorporating refractive devices, certain; notice of com- 
plaint received ; p. 71. 


Petition of Capitol Footwear Corp., Worcester, Mass., for a determination under 
the Trade Expansion Act of 1962; notice of investigation and hearing; p. 72. 


Public notice of opening of hearings on draft conversion of the Tariff Schedules 
of the United States into the format of the Brussels Tariff Nomenclature; p. 65. 


Snips and scissors ; notice of dismissal of preliminary inquiry ; p. 70. 


Workers’ petitions for determinations under the Trade Expansion Act of 1962; 
notices of investigations : 
Dolly Novelty Shoe Co., Inc., Clifton, New Jersey ; p. 63. 
Roxbury Carpet Co., Chattanooga, Tenn., Framingham, Mass., plant; p. 64. 
Sun-Cal Footwear, Inc., Gardena, California, sub., Lehigh Moccasin Corp., 
sub., Lehigh Valley Industries, Inc., New York, New York; p. 65. 
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